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No. 1 


Goard of Trade to Foreign Ofice.—(Reccived Janvary 10,) 


Sir, 
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eference to the letter from this Depart f 2nd Noverh 
Tespe tion of the Sues Canal authorities in measuring the spa 


tonnage deck and the shel 


to the tonnage of the 
the information of ¢ 
munication fr 

pressing for an immed 
‘consideration, that the 
to expedite the matter as 


the steam-ship “South America," and adding it 
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Inclosuure in No. 1 


Short Brothers to Bourd! of Trade, 


mmodiate re} 


gli to hear that you have lieard from th 


(For Short Brot ted) 
(Signed) THOS. 8. SHORT, Managing Director, 





No. 2, 


Britush Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.*—(Received January 11.) 


(No.1. Commercial.) 
My Loni, 


Paris, January 1, 1901. 


THE Budget of the Suez Canal Company for 1901, alt examination 
Finance Committee, has been adopted by the Council of Administration, and wi 
wie Licnour to submit to your Lordship our annual Report showing the awry a' 


expeaditure of the year. 


(1680) 


* Copy to Treasury, Jaouary 16, 1901. 
B 





The Estimate of the Ordinary Budget of 1901 amounts to 27,221,006 fr., as 
against an original Estimate for 1900 of 26,605,903 fr., and the Estimate for the 
Extraordinary Budget is 1,638,700 fr., as against an original Estimate of 1,535,500 fr. 
for the preceding year, making a total Estimate of 25,854,766 fr., or an increase of 
653,808 fr, over the original Estimate for 1900. 

‘On the other hand, the final credits for 1900 amounted to 20,220,943 fr., as 
compared'with which the Estimate for 1901 shows a diminution of 366,177 fr. 

We inclose a comparative Statement of the Estimates for the two years, and 
proceed to consider the more important differences under the several heads of 
expenditure. 

Central Administration—Under this head the Estimate is 1,161,450 ff., or 
246,850 fr, less than in 1900, ‘This reduction is due to the arrangement under which 
the loss on the transmission of funds from Egypt, amounting to 260,000 fr., will no 
longer form part of the expense of administration, but will for the future be met by 
deducting the amount from receipts. From the amount thus shown as saved, 
however, must be deducted the increase of salary awarded to the staff in Paris to meet 
the extra cost of living during the Paris Exhibition, which has amounted to 15,650 fr., 
and the net saving, therefore, as above stated, is 246,350 fr. 

Transit and Navigation —The credits required for 1901, amounting to 2,876,000 fr... 
fare less by 7,000 fr. than those granted for 1900. There are certain differences of 
expenditure under the head of “Personnel,” due to the death and retirement of officers 
and changes in allowances, but none of these call for special remark. 

Tt may be mentioned, however, that whereas during the year 1900, owing to the 
great rise in price, « farther ceedit of 85,000 fr. was required for coal in aiidition to the 
amount, 95,000 fr, alrendy provided, the credit for 1901 is reduced to 114,000 fr., in 
the hope that the price will he appreciably lower than during the past year, 

‘Maintenance —A considerable increase of expenditure under this head is 
for 1901. ‘Tho credits for the past year amounted to 4,505,249 fr, but these being 
found insufficient in several items, notably in salaries and allowances to officers and 
workmen and the maintenance and repair of plant, the sum to be devoted to the 
work in 1901, therefore, has been mised to 4,957,241 fr., showing an increaso of 
441,991 fr. 

“ Raploitotions Accessoires."—During the year 1900 the amount allotted to the 
expenditure under this head, originally 965,320 fr, has been raised to 1,088,728 fr.; 
but the sum to be voted for 1001 has been fixed at 1,033,400 fr., which shows a 
reduotion of 65,828 fr, There are small increases in the sums required for salaries 
and cost of management, and for the waterworks of Port Said, Ismailia, and Suea, 
and an increase of 16,726 fr. for the tramway from Port Sard to Ismailia, making 
altogether 25,860 fr.; but, on the other hand, there is a reduction of $1,187 fr. in the 
expenses of the Saparate Dos in, which were considerably increased in 1900 for 
special purposes, ‘The increases sanctioned for the waterworks and for the tramway 
from Port Said to Ismaitia will insure the good working of those services, and provide 
for the purchase of the remainder of the necessary plant. 

omdine Commun. —The sum allotted to the Domaine Commun,” which is 
administered by the Suex Canal Company in conjunction with the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, is 211,175 fe., or 6,554 fr. in excess of the amount granted for 1900. 

Extraordinary Budget—Notwithstanding very considerable reductions in certain 
items, the Extraordinary Budget for 1901, for the improvement of the Canal, amounts 
to 1,633,700 fr., or 94,200 fr. in excess of the oxiginal Estimate for 1000; but if the 
subsequent credits during the year be taken into account, the present Estimate shows 
fa reduction of 820,801 fr. ‘The sum granted will enable the Company to complete 
several important works, such as the rectification of the curves of the Canal, the 
widening of the entrance to Port Said, the extraction of 28,000 cubic metres of 


rock, 
We have, &e. 
(Signed) J. STOKES. 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 
©. W. FREMANTLE. 
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Inclosure in No. 2; 
Svez Canan Comrayy. 


Srarmaext showing the Estimates for the Years 1900 and 1901, under the different 
Heads of Expenditure. 
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Foreign Office to Britith Suez Cina! Directors. 


(No. 2. Commercial.) 

Gentlemen, i 

ci : rs Foreign Office, Jonuary 12, 1901. 

* ve a 8 o cs — x 2, Commercial, of the 2th November, 1900, 

am directed by the Marquess of Lansdowne to transmit to you a copy of a letter 

from the Bo je respocting the a0 Ae stace.ahiy 

aeetoee ‘Trade respooting the tonnage measurement of tho steam-ship 

case i Moniship requests that you will endéavour to obtain ently attention for the 
Tam, &e, 

(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


No. &. 
British Suez Ci 


Directors to the Marquess of Lanuowne—(Received January 18.) 
(No. 3. Commercial.) 
My Lord, 

IN reply to Mr. Villiers’ despatch No. 5, Commercial, of the 20th ultimo, and i 
continuation of our despatch No. 15, Commercial, of the Gth ultimo, ee 
honour to report that the Suez Canal Company have now completed their inquiries 


Paris, January 7, 1901. 


+ Nol 
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as to the control of petroleum tank-ships in European ports, and we submit as folléws 
‘the result of these inquiries -— 

In France the Government make no difierence in Regulations as to the handling 
and transport of petroleum between :— 

1, Essences extremely dangerous. 

2 Raw petroleum, which, according to refiners, is nearly as dangerous as the 
me 

Refined potroloum, which is that conveyed in tank-vessels through the 
Canal. 

‘The heavy oils, mazout, astaki, &c., are considered as not dangerous, and treated 
as ordinary goods. 

‘The control is generally exercised under the Law of the 15th June, 1870, 
‘but this Law has been modified by different Decrees, especially adapted to the ports 
of entry. 

The Decrees emanate from the Prefects of the Departments in which the 
sports lic. 

In the Gironde petroleum and other inflammable substances must be loaded 
and unloaded in special localities, but the vessels need not in certain ports be sur- 
rounded by isolating inclosures, Work at night must be by lamps with incandescent 
electric light, or by Davy lamps. 

Tn Bordeaux the vessels used for oil in bulk must be so built that the hold con- 
taining it is separated from the forecastle and stern by coffer-dam partitions, During 
lonting or unloading they must be surrounded by floating metal dams. After 
discharge the holds must be carefully washed out. 

In the ports of Havre, Rouen, and Dioppe, crude oil and_benzine are considered 
Anngerows matter, but the Decree of the 2nd September, 1874, does not place 
restriction on their transport or require tho vessels to be specially constructed. 

‘The Decree of the Mth October, 1900, however, requires specially-constructed 
tank-veasels for transporting even refined petroleum in balk from Rouen to Paris. 
‘The tanks of these vessels must be of stee! plates and not in contact with the sides of 
‘the boat, and isolated by coffer-dams from the fore and aft parts of the vessel. All 
fire on board is forbidden ; special precautions for anchorage and moorings are prescribed, 
and the vessel hins to be surrounded by floating barriers. 

‘At Marseilles the above procautions are also proscribed. 

In the ports of the Lower Loire petroleum and benzine are not allowed to be 
handled in large quantities, and it is only by a kind of indulgence that petroleam can 
be embarked in these ports. 

In Germany the transport of benzine is forbidden except at Nordenham, a 
small port on the left bank of the Weser, nearly opposite to Bremerhaven, where 
the transport is made in small steamers provided with special safety fittings, such 
as doublo water-tight compartments. ‘These steamers never traverse great traffic 
canals, 

Kaw petroleum is considered very dangerous, but not so dangerous as benzine 
(naphtha, raw benzine), because it contains no more than 15 to.25 per cent. of light 
ee of the character of benzine, whilst the remaining 75 to 85 per cent. is not 
Tangerous. 

Snder no clroumstarices ste Beastie (naphits) or raw petroloam edimitted into 
German ports except Nordenham, where unloading is made from a steamer moored 
in the stream by means of pipes leading to cisterns on the bank. 

Refined petroloum is admitted at Hamburg, but oily at points specially designed 
for such oil, and at Geestemunde, near Bremer! mn. 

prevent time no petroleuin ships come to German ports using other fucl 


Jn Belgium depots and all operations connected with explosive products are 


regulated hy a series of Laws and Decrees ranging from 1891 to 1900, and the 
operations concerning inflammable oils and essences by Decrees issued from 1862 to 
1888, They prescribe special mooring stations for yessels at points indicated by the 
authorities. Immediate discharge on arrival; neither fires nor lights on board ; 
priority over all other vessels in the passage through locks. 

At Antwerp a Municipal Order relates to loading, unloading, and storage of 
petroleum in barrels (naphtha, benzine, or other mineral oils, whether natural or 
artificial). ‘This Order imposes the following conditions:-— 

Declaration in writing of the quantity and nature of the goods. 

‘Mooring at a given point, 


Refusal to receive in the store inclosures barrels of raw 
ne, or of any other mineral oil but the refined petrolet 
No fires o1 ‘hts on board ; smoking forbidden. 
ato a ibility : part of the town. 
© inclose several papers from which the foregoing particulars have 
extmoted, among which is a Table showing the pacipal countries ae 
troleum, from which it appears that Great Britain, Germany, Holland, an 
eam a aseaeial importers of refined petroloum; Pranee, Germany, and 
in a ugal of raw petroleum, and Great Britaii France 
ee iritain, Germany, and France the 


petroleum, of naphtha, of 


_ We have, &e, 

(Signed) J, STOKES. 
TH, AUSTIN LER. 
©. W. FREMANTLE, 


———SSS 
Inclosure 1 in No. 4. 


Papers respecting the Control of Petroleum Tank-thips in Buropean Ports, 


Documents transmis par M. le Baron d'Anethan, Ministre de Belgique, 


(A.) RECUELL des Lois et Réglements sur les fabriques, les dé 
SUED L eg] ues, les dépbts, bil 
transport, Ia tention, et l'emploi des produits explosts ‘Teomprond a 
= Lai du 15 Octobre, 1881, sur les dépdts, le débit, ot le transport de la poudre & 
tirer, de a dynamite, ot de toutes autres substances explosives. , 
raatidea Zi du 22 Mai, 1886, portant revision de In Loi da 15 Octobre, 1861, sur les 
3. Arrété Royal du 29 Octobre, 1804, et Arnité Minis 
tant régloment général sur les’ fabriques, ler depts 
Wention, et Vemplok des produits explo 
(B.) Arrété Royal da 28 Janvier, 1895, et Arrété 
(C.) Arrété Royal du 30 Septembre, 1995. 
(D.) Arrété Royal du 18 Décombre, 1806, 
(E.) Arrité Royal du 25 Octobre, 1807. 
@ Artis Royal du 3 Juin, 1898, 
G.) Arrité Ministériel du 30 Avril, 1899, 
(HL) Arrété Royal du 3 Juin, 1900. 
oy foe et Arrétés concernent exclusi 
leurs, artifices, munitions de sireté. Pour Je transport de ces produits 
Jes conditions suivantes sont imposées: Navigation de Fouy al fous at Meiers & 
Por signaux spécinux; lest incombustible; pompes fonctionnant bien; escorte et 
j'clionnaires & bord ; stationnement au loin des habitations ; le transport sur batonux 
“a sce Poris que sarmne partie de I’Escaut maritime. 
eet ueil des Lois et Réglements en vigueur en Belgique concernant emm: 
sinage, bi ication, ot i ables il 
Sages ig Ait Ia fabrication, et le transport des hiles et essences inammables i 
1, Arrités Royaux du 5 Aodt, 1862, concernant les dé 


L : pits d’huiles d’Amériquoe 
(petroleum oils). “Le texte de ces Arnités ne figure pas dans les documents 


reulaire Ministérielle du 5 Décombre, 1862. 

3: Gienlaire Ministérelle du 20 Janvier, 1863. 

. culaire Ministérielle da 12 Ni, ub 

S Arrité Royal dup Avil 1875, onctaeegt 
: Circulaire Ministéricllo du 2 Décembre, 1875, fixant la quantité de liqui 
inflammables au deli de Inquell torisation sneabe diene poet 
ouverture dun dé ou anual erp eae 

7. Arrété Royal du 29 Janvier, 1868, relatif au mode d’autorisatic 
surveillance des éiablissements dangereus, iualubres et Incommodia st * 

8. Arrété Royal du 31 Mai, 1887, sur le méme sujet. 

9. Arrité Royal du 8 Dévembre, 1868, régissant lo transport par eau de Vhuile de 


ee ypovhte ot des avtres hydroearbures. Cet Arrét6 atipnle. los conditions 


a Paris, 


riel du 31 Octobre, 1894, 
Mépots, le debit, le transport, Ia 


Ministériel du 80 Janvier, 1895, 


ment les poudlres, dynamites, 





suiyantes: Stationnement des bateaux aux endroits désignés par les autorités; 
déchargement immeédiat & Varrivée; ni feu ni lumidre A bord; priorité sur les autres 
Dateaux au passage des écluses. 

(K.) Réglement du Conseil Communal d’Anvers du 11 Septembre, 1867, relatif au 
chasgement, au déchargoment, ot Yo inage de Vhuile de pétrole en barils 
(aaphite, benaine, ou toute autre huile minérale, naturelle, ou artificielle). Ce Rglement 
impose les conditions suivantes: Déclaration par écrit de Is quantité et de la nature 
des marchandises; amarmage au point désigné; non réception dans les enclos de 
magasinage des barils de pétrole brut, de naphte, de benzine, ou de toute autre huile 
minGrale autro que Je pétroleralling; ni feu ni lumiore & bord interdietion defumens 
aucitne responsabilité de Ia ville. 


Documents transmis par les Préfets de cing Départements Francais. 


Port de Bordeaus, Gironde, et Garonne Maritime, Dordogne. 


1. Cing Arnités du Préfet de In Gironde des 15 Janvier, 1597, et 12 Juin, 1897, 
pris en exécution du Décrot du 25 Novembre, 1895, ot réglementant la. manutention des 
roles ot autres matidres inflammables dans les ports de Pouillac, Blaye, La Reuille, 
bourne, et Caverne. Ces Arnités fixent les emplacements od devront avoir liew le 
AGchargement des marchandises dangerouses. Les bateaux sont dispensés d’étre 
entourés d'une ceinture de barrages isolateurs. Pendant les opérations de nuit, 
éclairage an moyen de lampes électriques & incandescence ou de lampes Davy. 

2. Arnité du 20, Anat, 1806, du Préfet de In Gironde portant Réglement Spéoial 
dy Rolice pour le port de Bordeaux, Aménagement des bateaux : Construction on fer 
—cloisons de fer doubles, étanches avec Inmo.d’eau pour séparer de In cale les tillacs 
ayant ct dlarridre servant de ‘aux marins, Isolement pendant les opéra- 
tions & l'aide de flotteurs métalliques. Lavage complet de Ia cale. 

‘D'apr’s le Rapport du, 10 Novembre, 1900, de Uingénicur-ea-chef du port de 
Bordeaux, les navires chargés de pétrole brut en. vrao 5’ 5 kilom, environ en 
aval de Bordeaux pour so rendro aux raffineries installées & proximité, 

Pour tre transportés jusqu'h Bordeaux, les pétroles doivent étre transvasés dans 
dos bateaux aménagés i cot effet, les opGrations ne pouvant: daillours étre faites qu’h 
Vintériour de flotteurs métalliques. 

Tia été admis des tions pour des quantités de matidros restreintes, 

Ti n’a jamais 6t6 question du mozout dans In néglementation, 


Ports de Rouen, du Havre, et de Dieppe. 


Lo, Dégret: du 15 Janvier, 1875, quia modifié ln Loi du 15 Juin, 1870, et le Déoret 
du 12° Aoiit, 1874, relatifs aux mouvomonts dea matidres dangerwases sur les voices 
navigables, intérioures, prévoit dans les matidees de In. deuxidmo. catégorie. des 
hhuiles brates de pétrole, Ios essences et los huiles iampantes de pétrole-et la bengine. 

Le, Déeret du 2 Septembre, 1874, fixant les conditions dans lesquelles ces mnati¢res 
sont, 3 eansien, dans lon porta. enna, ne, prévit pas do, restrictions. 
spéelnle pour le transport dela bensine ni pour Faffetation des divers compartimente 

jes naire. 

‘Décret du, Octobre, 1900, aux Prifots de ta Seine-Inférieure, de Bure, de Seine 
et-Oise ct de la Seine relatif au transport des pétroles railings en vrac par chaland: de. 
Rouen & Paris. 

Construction du bateau entidrement-en tle d’acier; récipients ne faisant pas 
‘corps avec 1a coque mais seulement maintenus. sur, le fond et les. parois, surmontés 
chacun d'une chambre d’expansion avee porte étanche formant troud’homme et munie 
d'un, tabe. de ent pour les vapeurs et-les gaz, tube dont. extrémité recourbée 
vers, lé hyp, eat fernige par une toile, métallique i maille assez, serrée pour éviter 
propagation de la flamme. 

MGlaison étanghie A chaque, exirémité. du, chsland pour isoler du chargement: les 
Jogements d'avant, et d'arriére; en outre, cloison d’sbordage entre I'étrave. et> le 
logement d'avant, Lavage de Ja cale aprés déchargement. feu intendit & bord. 
Pricaution Jales pour, V'ancrage ete! Protection du bateau en décharge— 
ment par un. barrage isolateur,flottant l'entourant entidrements 


# 


Raglements spéciaux aux ports de Rouen, du Havre, de Dieppe, et petits ports 
divers concernant: le délai de séjour sur les quais, les mesures pour le débarquement 
et Fembarquement, et autres détails. 

Impritné donnant :— 

La Loi du 18 Juin, 1870. 

Extrait du Décret du 12 Aodt, 1874, 

Deécret du 31 Juillet, 1875. 

‘Mod’fication de l'Arrété Préfectoral du 16 Avril, 1977. 


Port de Marseille et deux Ports du Département des Bouches-du-Rhine sans Raglement 
particulier. 


Arrété Préfectoral du 16 Juillet, 1897, t Raglement particulier 
Tembarquement et le débarquement des pétroles et autres matidres inflammables, 
soit en barils, soit en vrac, fixant: les emplacements de mouillage, suivant les 
juantités de pétrole & bord, et suivant les conditions de manutention observées. Les 
Miages destinées & servir Cintermédisires pour To. service des pétroles sont entiine- 
ment en fer, et pouryues d'un récipient intérieur d'une contenanee au moins égale au 
volume des liquides inflammables qu’elles peuvent embarquer ; lles sont munies de 
parapets en fer d'une hauteur égale ax 1-30 millim, de leur plus grande largeur, et 
jamais inférieure & 0-20 millim. ; leurs ponts sont, pereds de trous on nombre suflisant 
pour conduire rapidement le liquide dans le récipiont intérieur, la calc elle-méme 
pourant servir de récipient, 

Indépendamment des b isolateurs flottants prescrits par Article 8 dn 

ent Général concernant Te commerce des pétroles dans les ports maritimes, 
des pannes flottantes sont disposées A la passe des bassins avoisinants. 


Port de Dunkerque. 


Arrité Préfectoral du 30 Septembre, 1899, concernant les Roglements spéciaux 
au port de Dunkerque pour les points de chargement et de déchargement, In manu- 
tention, et Putilistlon des alleges. 

Cot Arrété ne fournit done aucun renseignement concernant les points d’inflam- 
mabilité, In construction spéciale des bateaux, 


Port de Nanter. 


Arntté du 11 Janvier, 1874, concernant le Raglement Général de Police sur le 
commerce des pétroles dans la Loire-Inférieure. 

Les Riglements des ports. do In. Loire-Infirieure, on. ce qui concerne les pétroles 
ou benzines, en chargements complets ou mélangés, sont: probibitifs de leur mannten- 
tion par grosses quantités, ot oe niesk que. par une sorte de tolérance que les pétroles 
peuvent dtre embarqués dans ces ports, méme en quantité restreinte. 


Quelques Observations relatives a la Note sur le Transit par le Canal de Sues de Navires 
transporiant du Pétrole en vrac. 


Le: transport dé benrine (naphta cru) on vrac est intentit’ en Allerangne & 
‘exception de Nordentiam, un petit endroit seers gauche du Weser, presque 
vissi-vis de Bremerhaven (6 kilom. en amont). Le trausport se fait par vapours 
munis d'installations de siireté spéoinles notamment do cloisous doubles étanclies.. Ces 
‘vapeurs ne traversent jamais des canaux de grande navigation. 


Le pétrole cru: est tris Aveause de son inthmmabilité, mais point: tant 
dangerens. que la benzine (oaphin, hensive era) parce qu'il ne content plo que 15:4 
35 pour cent de légers produits du caractire de. benzine, tandis-quo le restant de 75: 
85 pour-cent n’est pas 5 < 

‘En nul eas-ni. i benzine (naphts) i le crain'est admis dans les- ports do 
V’Ailemagne & Vexception de Nordenham, ot lw-décharge’se fait du vapeur amarré en: 
riviére par des tuyaux conduisant & des citernes établies sur la-rive, 
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Le pétrole Inmpant est admis A Hambourg mais seulement dans les ports 
spécintement désignés pour Ia décharge de pétrole lampant. C'est aussi applicable aw 
port de Geestemunde pris de Bremerhaven. 

Jusquiici il n’entre pas de vapeurs pétroliers en Allemagne, qui ne fassent leur 
ehauffage par autre combustible que Ia houille, 

(Signé) GEO. PLATE. 


Bréme, le 80 Octobre, 1900. 


Note. 
Paris, le 10 Novembre, 1900. 

Dans les Roglements relatifs & ln manipulation et au transport du pétrole, Je 
Gouvernement Francais n’établit aucune différence entre -— 

1. Les essences, extrémement dangereuses. 

2 Le pétrole brut, qui d’aprés les raffineurs est A peu prds aussi dangereux que 
les essences. 

8, Le pétrole raffing, peu dangereux, c'est celui qui passe en vrac par le Canal. 

Les huiles lourdes, mazout, astaki, &c. . . . . sont considérées comme ne 
présentant aucun danger et traitées comme des marchandises ordinaires. 

‘Les renseignements que jai recucillis se rapportent— 

1. Aux navires remontant Ia Seine de Ia mer & Rouen avec du pétrole brut 
en ven. 

2, Aux chalonds-citernes transitant par le Canal de Tanvarville du Havre & 
Rouen, ot, par In Soine, de Roun & Paris ot plus loin, et transportant soit du pétrole 
raffing, solt des essences (entre autres les essonces pour automobiles) soit, tris 
exceptionnelloment du pétrole brut. 


1.—Navires. 


‘Vingt-trois naviros dont huit & voiles, transportant leur chargement on vrac, ont. 
apporté du pétrole brué A Rouen du 1* Janvier au 10 Novembro de cette année. 

Deux do cos navires transportaient 6,000 tonnes de chargement, eest-A-dire 
6,000,000 do litres de pétrole; trois en transportaient 5,000 tonnes, ot Jes autres, en 
moyenne, 3,000 tonnes, (Ea dohors de ces vingt-trols navires, trois autres, plus petits, 
‘ont apporté da pétrole brut on fitts.) 


Riglements. 


Il n’existe aucune réglementation @aucune sorte, pour Je transit des navires 
transportant du pétrole en vrac de la mer & Rouen, si co n'est Vobligation de hisser 
‘un pavilion rouge. P 

Les pilotes sont simplement prévenus verbalement par les capitaines que le biti- 
ment a du pétrole A bord, que ce pétrole soit en vrac ou en fats, afin que le navire ne 
twit pas conduit dans le port, mais bien au bassin pétrolier qui est A 4 kilom. 
environen aval de Rouen. A Dieppedale, c'est-d-dire & quelques kilometres en avant 
du Bassin pétrolier, les navires sont considér’s comme entrant dans le port de Rouen 
ct sont & partir de ce moment soumis & la réglementation du port en ce qui coneerne 
los matitres réputées dangereuses. 

On nous & communiqué le riglement du port de Rouen : il est appliqué sous 
la surveillance d'un maltre de port spécialement détaché au bassin A pétrole et y 
séjournant. . 

‘Ainsi, avant d'entrer en Seine et avant d’étre autorisés & la remonter jusqu’a 
Rouen, c'est-Ldire sur une étendue d'environ 100 kilom. de méme que pour étre 
autorisés A séjourner et A manipuler leur marchandise dans le bassin pétrolier de 
Rowen, les navires ne sont soumis & aucune inspection; on no s'assure pas de la 
nature de leur chargement, pétrole brut ou raffiné; on ne lour impose aucune restric 
tion quant & Ia dimension de leurs citernes ; on ne se précecupe pas de savoir si elles 
sont protégées & l'avant et & Farridre par des lames d'eau, ni si les aménagements sont 
éclairés A In lumiére électrique; et cependant il agit, dans la totalité des cas 
jusqu'ici, do nayires transportant du pétrole brut, c’est-drdire dangerewx. 


9 
2.—Chalands-citernes. 


Le pétrole brut arrivant dans le port de Rouen y est raffing dans quatre usines 
construifes & proximité du Bassin pétrolier. Celui arrivant au Havre est raffiné dans 
une seule usine également construite k proximité du bassin pétrolier de ce port. 
Les usines obtiennent soit du pétrole raffiné auquel chaque fabricant donne un nom 

ial ; Iuciline, oriflamme, saxoldine, &e. . . . , soit des essences, 

‘Tous ces produits, pétrole raffiné et essences, sont transportés dans V'intéricur, 
partie par chemin de fer, partie par des chalands-citernes.* 

Ceux-ci ne sont autorisés & transporter Je pétrole ou ses dérivés, qu’ condition 
que le liquide ne soit pas en vrac dans les chalands, mais dans des réservoirs spéciaux 
séparés des murailles et des fonds des chalands. Pour chaque chaland en particulier 
iLest pris, A Ia suite d'un Rapport des ingénicurs du département, un Arrété Minis- 
tériel autorisant le chaland A transporter du pétrole, mais l'Arrété est exigé aussi bien 

mur Je pétrole raffiné (peu dangereux) que pour le pétrole brut ct les essences, 

rendant lour séjour dans les ports, c’est-i-dire; au Havre dans le port Iui-néme, & 
Rouen depuis Dieppedale jusqu’a Saint-Etienne.du-Vouvray; 4 Paris de [ ? ] a 
[_ 2 ]} les chalands-citernes sont astreints 4 suivre les Raglements spéciaux des parts 
68 ils séjournent ou passent; mais pendant leur transit dans In Seine au-dessus ow 
au-dessous de Rouen et dans le Canal de ‘Tancarville, ils ne sont soumis qu’d une seule 
réglementation, celle de interdiction de faire du few d bord, 

Jo mo suis assuré que les patrons des trains de chalands-citernes placent ceux-ci 
comme il leur parait avantageux d’apr’s In composition des poids de leur train, soit 
Varriére, soit A Yavant, soit su milieu des trains de chalands contenant d'autres 
marchandises. Je me suis également assuré qu'on écluse les chalands-citernes en 
méme temps que les remorqueurs et autres chalauds. ‘Toutoefois aux oluses do 
‘Tancarville, si les chalands d'un train doivent séjourner dans les sas, les chalands- 
citernes restent au dehors jusqu'au moment du départ. 

Les trains comprenant des chalands-citernes peuvent naviguer de nuit en Seine 
ot dans le Canal de Tancarville, si les circonstances le permettent, absolument comme 
los trains ordinaires, 

Enfin, pour la traversée du port de Rouen, c'est-h-dire de Dieppedale A Saint- 
Btienne-du-Vi les chalands-citernes sont remorqués seuls par un petit 
remorquour spécial. 

Tes raffincurs paraissent considérer le transport en fdts comme plus dangereux 
@ cause des suintements) que le transport en citernes. Ils estiment que le transport 

mer des essences présenterait des dangers tels que les armateurs ne seraicnt pas 
Eisponts pour le moins A Yentreprendre. La maison Deutech, qui armo un péiolier en 
‘ymic, ne lui ferait pas transporter d'essence. 

‘Le chaland “La Claire,” quia pris feu dernitrement pris de Rouen, était un 
chaland ordinaire transportant de Vessence en fitts. 

(Signs) TILLIER, 


Importation des Pétroles Américains en Europe. 


Note Ezplicative. 


Les trois Tableaux que je vais analyser sommairement sont les suivants :— 
1 dglmportations de pétioles Américains dans certains pays d'Europe en 1899 ot 

en 1888. 
voor dmportstios do ptrles Améticins dans les ditérents ports Prangus de 

TIL. Liste des navires, tank-steamers et autres, qui chargent aux Btats-Unis d 
pétrolen A destination des ports Francais. : eos 

Les trois catégories de pétrole qui fi rent au ‘Tableau No. I sont: (1) le pétrole 
raffing, c'est le pétrole lampant comme celui qui transite, on vrac, par le Canal; (2) le 


“le P 


chalands-citeroes ¢ Vasine da Hav ba Canal ile da Haw 
wena me pus re emprantest Ia yoie du Canal de Tancarvitle da Havre & 


[1680) D 
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pétrole brut, qui arrive surtout en France, oii on Jo raffine pour le transformer en pétrole 
lampant; (3) lenaphte que MM. Samuel disent n’étre pas autre chose que la benzine de 
pétrole qu’ils désirent importer de Bornéo par In yoie du Canal. 

‘A.remarquer que bien que limportation se fasse presque entidrement en vrac, les 
quantités, conformément 4 un usage du commerce des pétroles antérieur & 
Hisironietion da tesneport on ves, soot exprimés; dane les dou ‘Tableaux I et TT, en 


Les Tableaux n'ont pas la prétention de donner Ia statistique rigoureuse des 
importtions de pétrole Ils sont cependant ‘Pune exactituile approximative tout A 
fait sufllsante pour cette partie de l'étude et donne un apergu du mouvement des 
pétroles brats dans Tex . 

Le baril est de 40 & 42 gallons. Le gallon Anglais, mesure de capacité (les 
Américains ont er66 un gallon de poids), est d’environ 44 litres, ce qui revient & 
dire que le baril de pétrole est de prés de 200 litres, en chiffres ronds. 

les Britanniques—Limportation de pétrole Américain raffiné est considérable; 
les chiffres du ‘Tableau sont ceux de Vimportation en vrac. En barils il en arrive 
encore un peu, une soixantaine de mille harils en 1809; c'est insignifiant. L/impor- 
tation de pétrole brut est nulle. L/importation de naphte, 133,000 barils, ne se fait 
pas en vac, quant & présent. 

France.—Voir plus loin aux Tableaux et IE. 

Empire Allemand.—Liimportation de pétrolo fling se fait en vrac; elle dépasse 
celle des Tles Britanniques. Limportation des pétroles brut et naphte nest pas 
encore bien considérablo; maiselle a cela d'intéressant qu’elle se fait totalement en vrac 
ct quills fond & augmenter. — : : 

Hollende—Liimportation des pétroles est & pou prés oxclasivement en pétrole 
seOlady ale it o8 7a 

Belyique—La situation est In méme qu’en Hollande, sauf qu'il s'y importe 
9 ‘quantité peu considérable de pétrole brut en vrac. 

spagne et Portugal,—Il s'importe quelque quantité de pétrole ralliné on barils, et 
tun pot/ansien castes de 88 10 gallons.” Limportation principale est en pétrole 
brut; elle se fait exclusivement en vrac. 


‘Tableaue Lf et TI. 


Les Tubleaux IL et IIT ont trait aux importations des pétroles Américains en 

seulement. Tis arrivent, comme yous le verrez, dans un nombre considérable 

. La différence que vous pourrez observer entre les totaux des années 1595 et 

1809, tals que les donnent ces deux Tableaux et tols qu'ils ressortent au Tableau No. I, 

tent A ce quis ne proviennent pas de méme ; cctte différence est trés minime 

d'aillours. Il arrive en France de petites quantités le pétrole rafiiné en barils et eo 

caisses.Toutefois, importation peut dtr consilérée comme prea exelusivement en 

pétrole brut en vine. ite importation de nnphte qui figure au Tableau No. L 
arrive en batils; elle tend & augmenter. 

i De Russie, il arrive en quantité d'une certaine importance, des pétroles 


bruts, en presque totalité A destination des ports Frangais..... . 
Tebleaw No. III. 


La listo dos navires qui ont chargé du pétrole brat 
ports Francais nest pas une liste abyolument complates cen 
quelle vise. 
ae il convient ’abond, de diviser Ies tank-steamers qui y figurent en 
eat pes 
1. Coux qui datent de 1892 et des années antérieures. 
2% Ceux qai datent de ces huit dernitres années. 


1. Le premicns n’ont éridemment pas été construits en vue dese conformer 3 notre 
Réaglement spécial. Certains d’entro eux, toutefois, ont été réfectionnés eee 

A pouvoir dire antorisés & transiter par le Canal. A remarquer sur Ja liste le 
+ Broadmayne” et le “ Pradentin.” 


2 Les tank-steamers A 1892. Sans parler de ceux qui ont transporté 
du pétrole en Orient varie Coal, coe Mele “ Vedra,"on peut admettre, 
les différents constructeurs ayant fréquemment demandé ici d°é i 


te ee a 
eee 
See aoe = 


n 


Le point essentiel & faire ressortir, toutefois, c'est que, dans Vespice, le Tableaw 
No, IIT a trait aux importations do pétrole brat dans les ports Francais, et que dans ces 
Ports, oils entrent pour séjoumer et y faire des opérations de déchargement ot 
autres, les navies de Ia liste ne sont pas soumis A une réglementation parelle Als 
nitre. 
__ Saurais désiré dresser pour VAllemagne des Tableaux somblables & coux qui 
intéressent le trafic dans les ports Francais. Il était rolativement facile de le faire 
pour ces derniers parce qu'une tris forte partie des affrdtements de transport des 
pétroles Americains A destination de France est entre les mains d’armatears ou de 
courtiers maritimes Anglais, 

Dans tes ports Allemands In situation n'est plus In méme, Ce n'est pas ici qu’on 
recueillirait des données suffisantes. ' lg 

H. G. 
Londres, le 18 Décembre, 1900. 


Iaortartoss de Pétroles Américains dans certains Pays d'Europe on 1809 et 
en 1898. 


(Voir aussi ln Note Explicative.) 
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ae719 
125,635 
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Lasre des Navires, Tank-steamers, et autres, qui chargent aux Etats-Unis des Pétroles 
‘4 destination des Ports Francais. 


Tankers. 
Vindobala (penda co mer €0.1898) 1839 | Aran nw 
Hlbrar se ne er 1888 | Mexican Pisce 

teas | Baoum se 

ass | Bela 

1869 | Vedra 

itso | Defic 

1800 | Le Coq 

taoa | Anriole 
Toeiges 12 is05 | Ouela 
Cada do Ress 108 | Bloomfield 2 
Laln ee HOB | Taine 


cilerne 
Patagonia oe 

‘Ville de Dieppe 

La Viguesa +. 


Oriflamme 
Saxoliine | 


Inclosure 2 in No. 4, 
M. Bonnet to Sir J, Stokes, 


‘M. lo Viee-Président, Paris, le 29 Décembre, 1909. 

EN réponse A votre lettre du 22 Décembre, qui s'est roisée avec Ia mienno du 28, 

j'ai Vhonneur de vous informer que nous avons actucllement regu réponse h toutes les 

Jes de renseignements que nous avons adressées en Allemagne, en Belgique, et 

en France, sur lo rézime auquel sont soumis le transport ot Ia manutention du pétrolo 
‘en vrac dans les ports, flouves, et canaux. . 

‘Ainsi que cela avait été fait en 1891, lors de notre idre enquéte sur In 
question, nous n’ayons pas cru utile de demander des renseignements sur le régimo 
appliqué on Autriche et en Italic, ces pays ayant généralement adopté les réglementa- 
Hons biictées par Tes autres Puissances plus directement intéressées dans le commerce 
des pétroles, 

Veuillez, &e. 


(Pour le Directeur), 
‘Le Secrétaire-Général, 
(Signé) EDGAR BONNET. 


No. 5. 


British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.*—(Received January 21.) 


G8e. 4 Commercsl) 
iy Lord, Ewell, Surrey, Janvary 20,1901. 

WE have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of of Sir Martin Gosselin’s despatch 
No. 2, Commercial, of the 12th instant, and now to inclose the reply of the Suez Canal 
‘Company to the observations made upon the amount of dues levied by their agents on the 
steam-sliip “South America, 

‘The delay in furnishing the explanation asked for bas arisen from the necessity of 
referting again to Port Said for farther particulars. 

‘The owners complained that the Company added to the net tonnage given on the 
Board of Trade special Suez certificate, the tonnage of the space under the shelter or 
awning deck. ‘The Company reply that this space comes under the definition of 3 covered 
in space that should be included in the ship's tonnage, given by the Constantizople 
Jaternational Commission. i é 

‘They furnish a drawing of the ship, which certainly justifies this contention, which 
‘we believe will be admitted by the Board of Trade. 


© Copy to Board of Trade, January 23, 1901. 
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‘We must add that the Company's azents have, for some years past, dealt so fairly and 
jitably with matters connected with the covered-in spaces, that we believe that they 
must have had good grounds for their action with regard to the “South America.” 
We have, &. 
(Signed) J. STOKES. 
©. W. FREMANTLE. 


Inelosure 1 in No. 5. 
Prince d’ Arenberg to British Suez Canal Directors. 


Messiours, Paris, le 10 Décembre, 1900. 

EN réponse a votre lettre du 2 Décembre courant, j'ai 'honneur de vous transmettre, 
sous ce pli Ia copie d’an Rapport et d'un croqus qui nous ont é4é adreasés pare service 
du transit en Egypte concernant la taxation opérée sur le steamer Anglais “South 
America" & son passage da 8 Octobre dernier. 

Comme vous le supposicz, cest bien une situation toute spéciale qui a motivé 
inscription dans le tonnage taxé de I'espace situé sous pont-abri A bord de ce navire. 

La largeur de ouverture pratiquée & la partie supéricure du_pont-abri_ n’étant pas 
indiquée sur le croquis que je Vous transmets et cette largeur ne paraissant pas correspondre 
avec celle de 16 pieds 5 mentionnée dans In lettre da service, des informations eomplémen- 
taires sont demandées & M. le Chef du Transit. 

Veuillez, &e. 
Ie Prisident, 
(Signé) Prince AUGUSTE D'ARENBERG. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 5. 
M. Ripert to Prince d' Arenberg. 


M. le Président, Temattia, le 15 Octobre, 1900. 

SAL Mhouneur de vous informer que le stean-ship Anglais “South America” s'est 
présenté & Port-Said pour transiter le 8 courant, muni d'un eertificat spécial du Board 
of Trade sur lequel I'espace sous “awning deck" n'était pas mesut 

Comme vous pouvez vous en rendre compte par le croquis ci-joint, ect espace est un 
véritable entrepont muni de portes de chargement de chaque bord, Il est entidrement 
los sur toute sa longueur sauf a la partic arridre sur une longueur de 27 pieds. Cette 

fie forme un espace distinct dans I'entrepont, présentant sur les cbtés des ouvertures « 
2 pieds 6 de hact et, av-dessus, dans le pont supérieur, une coupure (sorte d’écoutille) de 
24 pieds de long sur 16 pieds 5 de large. Elle est limitée d I'avant et A Marriére par une 
eloison en fer lant chacune deux ouvertures sans scuils ai coulisseaux mais munics 
intéricurement de cornitres pereées de trous. 

Le capitaine nous a déclaré que cet entrepont était destiné au transport dos 
bestianx. 

Test a remarquer_ que “I'awning deck ” de ce navire est bien, plus facile A clore que 
ceux des steam-ships Hollandais “ Van Swoll ” et Anglais “ Paroo” mesurés en 1807 par 
Ie Board of Trade. 

Considérant done que cet espace rentrait évidemment dans la catégorie de ceux qui 
doivent étre compris dans le tonnage, nous Vavons taxé, 

Ses constatations ayant eu lica de nuit, nous avons pris comme base de nos opéra- 
tions le chiffre de 955 tonnes 56, qui figure a titre de renseignement sur le “Certificate of 
British Registry ;” nous I'avons considéré comme devant étre plus exact que le nOtre, qui 


s'en rapprochait du reste sensiblement. adic sat 


Le Chef du Service du ‘Transit par intérim, 
(Signs) RIPERT, 
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Tnclosure 3 in No. 5, 


Suez Canal Company to British Suez Canal Directors. 


Messieurs, Paris, le 5 Jancier, 1901. 
COMME suite & ma lettre du 10 Décembre, 1900, et & Ia votre du 29 du éme mois, 
j’si Yhonneur de vous transmettre, sous ce pli, la copie d'un Rapport du 21 Décembre 
dernier, qui vient de nous étre adressé par M. le Chef da Transit en réponse & notre 
demande de renseignements relative au tonnage du steamer ‘* South America.” 
Veuillez, &e. 
Le Directeur, 
(Signs) DROUVILLE. 


Tnclosure 4 in No. 5. 


M. Tillier to Prince d Arenberg. 


M, le Président, Trmailia, le 21. Décembre, 1900, 

EN réponse A votre lettre da 10 Décembre relative a la taxation du steam-ship 
“South Amerion,” je m'empresse de vous informer que la fargeur de ‘ouverture pratiquée 
Ala partie supéricure du pont-abri de ce navire est bien de 16 picds 5, comme le mentionne 
mma lettre du 15 Octobre. C'est par erreur que, sur le croquis que je vous ai adressé, et 
qui, comme vous avez pu le voir, n'est pas établi  I'échelle, cette largeur n'a pas été 
‘désignée proportionnellement i Ia Tongueur indiquée de 24 pieds. 

‘Vajouterai, pour répondre i Lobservation de MAM. les Représentants de Sa Majesté 
Britannique, que nous n'avons pas considéré "espace visé commie rentrant dans la catégorie 
do coux pour lesquels un accord est intervenu entre notre Compagnie et le Board of Trade. 
Cet necord, dans notre esprit, coucernait seulement certains espaces isolés sur le pont supé- 
ricur, tels que “bridges, poops, forceastles,” imparfiitement clos destinés, d'une fagon 
permanente, & mettre soit les machines, soit 'équipage, a l'abri de la mer, et accidentelle- 
ment atilisés pour Ia marchandise. A’ ce sujet, comme vous avez sans doute remarqué, 
los résultats de notre entente ont été de tous points tris satisfaisants puisqae nous 
avons pas ea une séule fois ni réclamation, ni observation, de la part de nos clients. 

‘Mais pour le “South America,” il siagit d’un cas tout & fait spécial et nouvesu : 
espace en question est un véritable entrepont s'6tendant de Vavaut & Marriére du navire 
sans autre solution de continuité que celle indiquée au point A du croquis. A la vérité, 
txt eapace figure aut le certifcat special et sur lo Certiteate of British Registry,” comune 
n'aynnt pas été compris par les jaugeurs du Board of Trade dans Je tonnage, mais nous 
étions tous persandés, quand le “South America” s’est présenté pour transiter, que l'espace 
sous “awning” ou “ shelter-deck” avait subi, depuis la visite du Board of Trade, quelques 

itions. Car, comme je vous I'ai ns ma lettre du 15 Octobre, I’espace sous 
“ ug" ou “shelter-deck ” nous a paru bien plas sujet & taxation que ceux des steam. 
ships Hollandais “Van Swoll” et Anglais “Paroo” taxés par lo Board of ‘Trade, et qui 
font donné lieu en 1898 a une correspondance entre notre Compagnie et les Représentante 
de Sa Majesté Britannique. 

Vouilles, &e. 
Le Chof du Servico du Transit, 
(Signé) TILLER. 


No. 6. 


Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 


Sir, Foreign Office, February 12, 1901. 

WITH referenco to your letter of the 16th December last, reapecting the 
restrictions on the passage of petroleum tank ships through the Suez Canal, I am 
directed by the Marquess of Lansdowne to transmit to you a copy, in print, of a 


b 
British Directors, giving a summary of the Regulations on the 


ur9} 
the Bou of Trade consider that an inter-Departmental 
ittee should now be summoned as proposed, 
Lam, &e, 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


No. 7. 
British Sues Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne,t—(Received February 14.) 


(No.6, Commercial.) 
My Lord, Paris, February 12, 1901. 
REFERRING to our despatch No. 4, Commercial, of the 20th ultimo, we have 
the honour to inclose a further letter from the Suez Canal Company which shows that 
the space under the awning deck of the steam-ship “South America” was entirely 
filled with merchandize on her retwen voyage on the 13th ultimo. 
‘The taxation of this space by the Company was thus fully justified. 
‘We have, &. 
(Signed) J. STOKES, 
H, AUSTIN LEE. 
C. W. FREMANTLE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 7, 
M. de Rowwille to British Sues Canal Directors, 


Messieurs, Paris, le 1" Féerier, 1901. 
COMME suite & ma lettre du 5 Janvier demier, fai I'honneur de yous trans- 
mettre, sous ce pli, la eopie d'une nouvelle communication de M. le Chef du ‘Transit 
concernant le tonnage du steamer “South America,” qui vient de transiter de nouveau 
par le Canal, du sud au nord, le 13 Janvier, 1901. 
Veuillez, &c. 
Le Directour, 
(Signé) DE ROUVILLE 


Inclosure 2 in No. 7. 
M. Tillier to Prince a’ Arenberg. 


M. lo Président, Lomattia, le 24 Janvier, 1901. 

COMME suite & ma lettre du 21 Décembre dernier, j'ai Tbonneur de vous informer 
quo le steam-ship “South America” vient de transiter du sud le 18 courant. 

Lespace sous pont-abri était entiérement rempli de marchandises (jute). Lee 
‘ouvertures arridre étaient fermées par des plaques de fer houlonnées, 

Lo capitnine nous avait déclar’, A son passage du nord, que Ventropont était 
utilisable seulement pour le transport des bestiaux. 

Veuillez, &. 
Le Chef du Service du ‘Transit, 
(Signé) TILLER. 


No. 8. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Office —(Received February 28.) 
Sir, Board of Trade, February 22, 1901. 
WITH reference to your letter of the 18th instant and to previous corres 
respecting the measurenient of the steam-ship “South America” for a Suez Canal 


*Ne8. + Copy to Doard of Teale, Febrasry 15, 1901, 
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inl tonnage certificate, T am directed by the Board of Trade to state, for the infor- 
ae the Marquess of Lansdowne, that they are in communication with the owners 
of the vessel regarding the particulars of the case furnished in the letter from the 
British Directors of the Suez Canal Company of the 20th ultimo, and they note from 
the further communication from the Directors of the 12th instant that, on the return 
voyage of the “South America,” the space under the awning deck was entirely filled 
with cargo, and that, therefore, dues were properly eharged on the space for that 
an Tini: easel) dA GE: owerren-Pecals LNB (drawing whieh wal! wienthonel 14/ tho 
letter from the Directors of the 20th ultimo, which would probably show the actual 
condition of the openings in the bulkheads of the space in question on the outward 
voyage of the vessel when dues were also charged, and as the officers of this Depart- 
‘ment in dealing with the ease wish to be quite clear on this point, Tam to request that 
you will be so good as to move Lord Lansdowne to ask the British Directors to be good 
enough to furnish this Department with the drawing in question, and any additional 
particulars of the condition of the openings in the bulkheads on the outward voyage 
Which they may posses, in order that the ease may be fully considered. 

am, &e. 
(Signed) WALTER J. HOWELL. 


No, 9. 


Foreign Office to British Swez Canal Directors, 


No. 3. Commercial. 
ecoenat , Foreign Office, February 28, 1901. 

WITH reference to your despatch No, 6 of the 12th instant, relating to the case 
of the steam-ship "South America,” I'am directed by the Marquess of Lansdowne to 
request you to hi, for the use of the Board of ‘Trade, any additional particulars 
You may possess of the condition of the openings in the bulkheads of this vessel on 
fhe outward voyage, in onder that the ease may be fally considered. 

am, &. 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN, 


No. 10. 
British Sues Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne,*—(Received March 7.) 


Commercial.) 
Sy a : Paris, March 4, 1901. 

WE have the honour to report that Mr. J. B. Westray has been duly elected by 
the Council of the Suez Canal Company to fill the place vacant by the decease of the 
late Mr. Charles Monk, and took his seat on the Board this day. 

‘Mr. Westray, who is the senior partner of the firm of Messrs. J. B Westray & Co, 
Shipbrokers, Honorary Secret of the Association of Steam-ship Owners, took a 
feadin part in the negotiations which led to the Agreement, signed in London on the 
30th November, 1883, between the Suex Canal Company and the Ship Owners of 
Great Britain. We bad Bs, 

(Signed) J. STOKES. 
Ht. AUSTIN LEE. 
C. W. FREMANTLE. 


No, 11. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Keceived March 9.) 


Sir, Berd st Tyee Merb, os, 
WITH reference to your letter of the 12th ultimo respecting suggest 
relaxation of certain of the Regulations governing the passage of petroleum tank-ships 


* Copy to Treamury and Board of Trade, Mareh 11, 1901, 
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through the Suet Canal, I am directed by the Board of Trade to state, for the infor 
mation of the Marquess of Lansdowne, that they have ascertained, confidentially, the 
Yiews of Lloyd's and of the principal Shipowners’ Associations upon the subject, and 
they find that these bodies are unanimously of opinion that the Regulations in question 
should not be altered. 

Having regard to the attitude thus taken up by the interests which are 

rgely concerned in the safe navigation of the Canal, it docs not appear to 
the Bourd that it is desimble, or that it would serve any useful purpose, to appoint 
8 Committee to consider the details of the proposed alterations in the Regulations. 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) WALTER J. HOWELL, 


No, 12. 


Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 
(No. 4 Commercial.) 
Gentlemen, Foreign Office, March 12, 1901, 
WITH reference to your despatch No. 8, Commercial, of the 7th January list, 
relating to the suggested relaxation of certain of the Regulations governing the 
ge of petroleum tank ships through the Suez Canal, I am directed hy. the 
rquess of Lansdowne to transmit to you, herewith, copy of a letter which has been 
received from the Board of Trade stat that, in view of the opposition of ‘the 
interests concerned to any such change in the Regulations, it does not appear desirable 
to appoint a Committee to consider the details of the proposed alterations. 
Lorl Lansilowne would be glad to recive ang observations which you may havo 
to make on this communication. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


No. 13, 


British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne,—(Received March 25.) 


(No. 9. Commercial.) 
My Lord Spring House, Rwell, Surrey, March 25, 1901. 

REFERRING to previous correspondence on the subject of the tonnage of vessels 
passing through the Sacz Canal, and especially that relating to covered and closed in 

cs, we have the honour to submit to your Lordship a proposal that has been made by 
the Svez Canal Company with reference to these spaces, which it has always beon found 
difficult so to define as to prevent complaint from one quarter or another. 

‘This proposal is that “when the covered or closed in spaces of the upper deck, as 
dedined in paragraph 1 of the note of General Principles of the Commission of Constantinople, 
ball contain merehandize these spaces shall be taxed.” 

Under this rule there would be no need to find a form of words under which the 
‘spaces should be included in the ship's tonnage, The spaces. are easily measured and the 
Board of Trade Surveyors might state their dimensions on the special Suez evrtifieate—but 
the dues would be levied on them only if they contained cargo. 

We believe that the Board of Trade will accept this solution of a difficulty that has 
given rise to much correspondence. 

We have, &. 
(Signed) J. STOKES, 
©, W. FREMANTLE, 


No.1 
Foreign Office to Board of Trail. 
Sir, Foreign Office, April 1, 1901. 
WITH reference to previous correspondence on the subir al ta of 
Vessels passing through the Suez Canal, I'am directed by the Marquess of Lansdowne 


Meth 
{16s0] F 
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to transmit to you herewith, to be laid before the Board of Trade. copy of a letter 
from the British Directors of the Suez Canal,* containing a proposal relating to the 
method of dealing with covered and closed spaces, which they believe that the Board 
will necept as a solution of the diflicul 
Tam to add, that Lord Lansdowne is disposed to concur in the proposal put 
forward by the Directors. 
Tam, &e. 


(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 





No. 15. 
Sir J. Stokes to Foreign Office.—(Received Aprit 28.) 


My dear Sir Thomas, Spring House, wurrey, April iol. 

TAM again able to say to you that I am able ing to continue my 
servives as a Director of the Suez Canal Company on behalf of His Majesty's Govern= 
ment, and shall he much obliged if you will bring under the notice of the Secretary of 
State the conditions under which I have of late been serving st prolongation of 
my services in this eapacity extends to tho 17th June next 

Tam, &e. 

(Signed) J. STOKES. 


Nu 16. 
Foreign Office to Treasury. 


Sir, Foreign Office, April 29, 1901. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 15th of May last, Tam directed by 
the Marquess of Lansdowne to transmit herewith a copy of a letter from Sir John 
Stokvs,t stating that he is able and willing to continue to act ax a Director of the 
Sucz Canal Company on bobalf of His Majesty's Government 

Lord Lansdowne is satisfied thnt Sir John Stokes occupies an exceptional position 
on the Board, and on his French colleagues exercises an influence most favourable to 
British interests, His Lordship trusts, therefore, that the Lords Commissioners will 
ngain consent tothe continuance of Sir John Stokes! services for another year. 

as, 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


———— 
No. 17. 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.—(Received May 3.) 


(No, 10. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Paris, April 27, 1901. 
WE have the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a copy of a letter 

nddvessod by the Resident Director in Paris to the Secretary of the Treasury, giving 

the market valuo at the 3lst M: last on the Sues Canal shares held by His 

Majesty's Government. 

We have, &. 
(For the British Directors) 
(Signed) H. AUSTIN LEE. 


Inclosure in No, 17. 
Mr. H. Austin Lee to Treasury. 
Sir, Poris, April 27, 1901. 
WITH roference to my letter of the 7th May, 1900, I beg to inform you that the 
market value on the $1st March Inst of the shares and" actions de jouissance” held 


mee t Nets. 
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pital shares at 
j = 12,646,610 fr.— 
ig the equivalent at the exchange of 25 fr, 15 e, of tho 
c 21, as against a value of 24,811,51S/, on the Slst March, 1900. ‘This large 
increase is owing to the value of the’ capital shares having risen from 3,480 fr. to 
3,095 fr., and of the “actions de jouissance” from 2,700 to 2,800 fr- inal 
Tam, &e 


(Signed) i. AUSTIN LER, 





No. 18, 
Treasury to Foreign Ofice—(Received May 9) 


Sir, 


Treasury Chambers, May 8, 19 
IN roply to Sir BM. Gossel EMaaion cit 


etter of the 29th ultimo, 1 am directed by the 

Leola € enon rs of His Majesty's Treasury to request you to inform the M ae 

2 a a ae of _ Brea n, they approve of the proposal that: 

Sir J. Stokes should continue to hold the appointment of Director of thr Shez Ca 

for a further year, vis., until the 17th June 1909, an 
Tam, &e. 

(Signed) E. W. HAMILTON. 


——— eS oad 
No. 19, 
Foreign Office to Sir J. Stokes. 


Sir, 
i ag kal Foreign Office, May V4, 190) 

; WITH roference to your letter of the 28nd ultitno, Lam aut Uy tha dlaeqocee 
of Lansdowne to inform’ you that his Lonlship has decided, with the concurrence of 
the Treasury, that you shall continue to hold your appointment of Director of th 
Suez Canal for a further year, viz., until the 17th June. 1002 ze 

Lam, &e, 


(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN, 





No. 20, 
British Sues Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne—( Received May 1 


(80.22, Commercial.) 
ATE have ts Ieaser $0 report that ho mbaual general tarothag ore ods 
holders of the Suez Canal Company is fixed for Tuesday, the 4th Tunes? SMA 
; In order that His Majesty's Government may be represented at this meeting 
bes that we may be provided with tho usual certificate from th Permanent Soereiney 
Gf dlls Majesty's Trenscry, stating that the Suez Canal shares purchased! by Great 
ill remaim in the possession of His Majesty's Government. -W 
sad to receive this certieate with as litte delay aA poets us ee 
beg further to request that the usual instructions may be is 
ue t io nt 
Psicsty’s Scoretary of Embassy in the event of his being wonitaated 66 nel a8 the 
‘epresentative of His Majesty's Government at the meeti 


) 
H. AUSTIN LEE 
——_) 
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No, 21. 
‘Sir J. Stokes to the Marquess of Lansdowne-—(Received May 16.) 


pring House, Ewell, Surrey, May 15, 1901. 
TTHAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Sir Martin Gosselin’s despatch 

of yesterday's date, informing me that your Lordship has de ided, in concurrence with 

the Treasnvy, that Lam to continue to hold my appointment of Director of the Suez 


Canal Company for a farther year, until the 17th June, 190: 
Tdesive to express to your Lordship my best thauks for this continuance of my 
shall, as hitherto, be devoted to the interests of His Majesty's Govern 


My Lord, 


T have, &. 
(Signed) J. STOKES. 





Foreign Office to Trea-nry. 


Foreign Office, May 

TAM directed by the ot Lansdowne to transmit to you, for tho infor 
aiion of the Lords Commissioners of the ‘Treasury, the accompanying co 

om the British Sues Directors,” in which it is stated that the 

eating of the shareholders of tho Company is fixed for the sth June next, and 
that they may bo provided with the usual eortificate from the Permanent Secret 
His Majesty's Treasury, that the Sucz Canal shares purchased by Grent Britain 
remain in tho possession of His Majesty's Governinent. 
T arm therefore to request that the required eortificate may be forwarded to this 


Dopurtmant with av litle delay as possible. 


Sir, 


Tam, &e. 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


EE SS SSS eee 
No, 23, 
British Sues Canal Directors fo the Marquess of Lansdowne.t—(Received May 21.) 


(No, 18. Commercial.) 


My Lon Paris, May 21, 1901. 


WE have the honour to inform your Lords at the Council of ‘the Suez 
Canal Company held this day, it was reported that ipts for Inst year amounted 
M103 fr. 12 ¢., and the expenses to 40,043,057 fr. 00 cy leaving a net profit of 

140 fr. 223 0. 

TL is proposed to declare a dividend with intorest of 116 fr. 584 ¢., equivalent with 
taxes deducted to 105 fr, net, ‘This will absorb 51,608,450 fr. 70 c. leaving @ balance 
of 933,004 fr. 52 6, which with the 991,021 fr. 97 ¢. brought forwant from the pre 
ceding yent’s accounts, will allow a sum of 1,575,078 fr. 36 . to be pluced to the 
fesorve tund, and a further sum of 349,943 fr, 13 . being carried over to the next 
year’s accounts. 


f the dividend now ju to be allotted, an instalment of 35 fr. gross and 


$4 fr, 020 , net was distributed on the Ist January last, which together with the 
Herat for 1900 paid in July and January last, amounting to 26 fr. gross and 


10 fr, 020 e-net, leaves a balance of 56 fr. 534 c. gross and of 54 fr. 960 c. net dividend. 
2o lable for distribution on the Ist July next. ‘To these latter amounts will be added 
the half year’s interest for 1001, viz., 12 fr. 60 c. gross and 9 fr. 589 c. net, so that the 
total sum payable will be 6 fr: O84. gross and G4 fr. 549 c, net per capital share of 
300 fr. 


* No. 20, + Coov to Treasury, June 1, 1901. 
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As, however, His Majesty’ 
er, His Majesty's Government receive the gross_amount without 


deduction of taxes, the sum to be 
deacon of taxes, the sum io be reecined by them on the Ist July next will be 


hues 
Tomsiie Tsspsay 8 


26 eapzal shares at 69 fe. 34 
{1336 “action de jouomnes™ 
Tol gw, TBA 
The net profits will be distribu 
. e dist nted to th ha i it 
Article €3 of the Statutes in the following proportions een 0°” Sevardanee with 
TI per cent. to the sharebolders ., faeo0| 
A Bespin Gonerment 
3 fale ee 
2 Adutcheetem 


Fn employés 


We have, & 
(Signed) J, STOKES, 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 
©, W. FREMANTLE, 


Sl 
No. 24, 


‘Treasury to Foreign Office-—(Reccived Moy 20.) 
Sir, 
ara Treasury Chambers, M 
coms, austen your letter of the 17th instant, Tam dineelad ty the ‘Lon 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury to transmit herewith, to be laid before” the 
ee 3 See eens. certificate signed by their Lordships’ Pantsaitent 
Seoretary ne, Possession of Suez Canal shares hy His Majesty's 
_ Tam, &e, 
Gigned) "S. E, SPRING-RICE, 


a i at Sb rg eee te ae 


No, 26. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne to Sir E. Monson, 


(No. 73. Commercial) 
i, 
pe Frreign 0, 80, 19 
soedN gran wih rest of the Beth Direteors nee 
oy. smit herewith a certificate signed by 
Secretary of the Treiry tating the number of stares held Sy His Mirena 
tment in that Company," This document shouldbe produced nt the offoe cf tits Company 
fore the 4th June, the date of the annual general meeting, and T sequent Chora 
equeat. thut your 


Excellency will also instruct M. 
er Herbert to attend the meeting as usual, to represent 
Tam, &e. 


(Signed) LANSDOWNE. 


=]. 
© Not primes. 


[1680] 





Sir E. Monson to the Marquess of Lansdowne,—(Received June 5.) 


My toe, ee Paris, June 4, 1901. 
NY OWITH reference to your Lordship’s despa 75, Commercisl, of the 20th 
alkimo, Lhaye the honour to report that the certfiets signed. by the Permanent Seere- 
tary of the Treasnry, showing the number of shaves held by His Majesty's ace 
1 the Suex C ompany, was produced in due ti the office of the Company, and 
ut a rite at Me. Herbert, Mr. Lister, by my instructions, attended’ the 


imeotng thin day to reprosent His Majesty's Government Lex 
(Signed) EDMUND MONSON. 


LE 
No. 27. 


British Suez Cunal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne,*—(Received June 6.) 


Scan ‘eg Paris, June 1, 1901 


i ship *ix copies of the 
B havo the honour to transtnit herewith to your Lordship vix : 
Repat 3 ie presented by the Council of the Suex Canal Company to the shareholders 


at their general meeting to be held on the 4th instant Se a 


For the British Directors), 
(ror eH AUSTIN LEE, 


British Sez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.t—(Received June 7.) 


ea omer) Paris, June 4, 1901. 
My Lond, 


fe i ir James Laing to be a Director of ‘the Suex 
WITH reference to the re-election of Sir James Laing to ' 
Canal Osha we have the honour to report that he fas resigned the ofice on account 
cf his advanced years afd enfecbled strength, but acceptance of his resignation was 
Goterred until afier to-day’s meeting, as it was received after the Report proposing 
is re-election had been issued. r : 
sie re ecHink Ge right to recall the services that Sir James Taing. has rendered. He 
resided over the body of sbip-owners who negotiated with M. Charles de Lesseps in 
1883 the arrangement under which seven English Commercial Directors were added 
to the Stez Canal Conseil, ad provision was made for the Improvement of the Canal, 
gradual fons of the dues payable by ships passing through. 
ai Tames aug was one of the fF af eee seven Diese seed in 188, and 
his knowledge of al! matters connected with shipping, whether ax one of the leading 
shipebuilders of the countty, or as a shiprowner, hax been of the greatest benefit to 
ompany and to the shipping interest generally. E 
Bene amen alps high afesber abd sturdy integrity commanded universal 
pect, whilst his ability and knowledge endowed his opinions with xreat weight, 
is inability to continue his value xervices fs greatly regretted. 
Signed) 5. STOKES. 
: H. AUSTIN LEE. 
. W. FREMANTLE. 


a 


t Not printet 


* Copy to Tear, Jone 8,196, r 
Cone Arey ta Hvcanaty sind Board uf Trade, Jano 21,100". 


No. 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdoune.—(Received June 7.) 


(No. 16. Commercial.) 
My Lord, Paris, June 4, 1901, 

WE have the honour to report that Sir Jobn Stokes anil Sir Charles Fremantle this 
day attended the gencral meeting of sharcholders of the Suez Caval Compan 

The Honourable Reginald Lister, Second Secretary of Embassy in Paris, as repre 
senting the shares held by His Majesty's Government, was appointed scrutineer with 
the holder of the next greatest er of shares, 

All the Resolutions submitted to the meeting, of which copies will be found in the 
Annual Report inclosed in our despatch No. 14, Commercial, of the 1st instant, vere 
unanimously voted. They included the adoption of the Report and accounts for the 
year 1900, the election of Mr. J. B. Westray in place of Mr, C.J. Monk, decensed, and 
the re-election of the following Directors, who retired by rotation: The Honourable 
Sit Charles Fremantle, K.C.B., Sir James Laing, M, Darier, and M. le Vicomte Melchior 
de Vogaé. 

The concluding Resolution was one authorising the Board to raise a loan of 
1,000,001. (25,000,000 fr... 'Thereasons for contracting this loan are set forth in 
the Annual Report, where it is shown that several improvements to the Canal are 
needed to keep pace with the growing requirements of trade. Every year sees an 
increase in the size of vessels using the Canal, and in the number of these larger ships. 
‘To meet this increase the number of sidings and the depth of the Canal must be 
increased; new basins are needed in Port Said and othor improvements. 

it is not intended to carry out all these works at ouco, and, therefore, the new loan 
will not all be issued at once, but only by instalments as the work progresses and money 
in required to meet the expenditure, 

‘The service of this debt can be mot without imposing any additional burden on the 
shareholders, as the “bons trentenaires," issued in 1871, will be paid off on the 
Ist August of this year. ‘The annuity of ‘About 1,160,000 fr, then ceasing will in futase 
provide the interest and a sinking fund for the 25,000,000 fr. of the new loan. 

‘This opportune extinction of the old loan at the moment the new one ix required 
enabled the Conseil to ea: is Resolution without a dissentient voice. 

We trust that your Lordship will approve of the support we have given to this mode 
of obtaining valuable improvements to the Canal. 

We have, &o, 
(Signed) J. STOKES, 
Wi. AUSTIN LER. 
©. W. FREMANTLE. 


No. 90, 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.—(Reecieed June 11.) 


{No.17. Commercial.) 
My Lord, Paris, June 10, 1901. 
WE have the honour to transmit herowith to your Loniship a copy af a letter 
addressed to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury by Mi. Austin Lee, Resident Director in 
Yaris, with regard to the sums duc for dividend and interest. on the Ist July next in 
respect of the Suez Canal shares belonging to His Majesty's Government, 
We have, &e, 
(For the British’ Directors), 
(Signed) H, AUSTIN LEE. 


lnclosure in No. 30. 


Mr. H. Austin Lee to Treasury. 


Sir, Paris, June 10, 1901. 
IN accordance with tho instructions laid down in Treasury Minutes of the 
18th December, 1694, Ihave the honour to inform you that the balance of dividend 





y shares and “ actions 

d able on the Ist July Vf the s = / 

anit at Tho Ser Canal Company will be 2,984,017 ff. 45. To ths il be 

uddes he half-year’s interest on the capital shares only aa 50. Vertis > 

ee to £159,525 fr. ‘The total sum receivable by His Majesty’s Government 
will therefore be 12,136,842 fr. 46 c., made up as follows 


capital shares at 56 fr. 934. 


Bete of aiiseed for 1000 on 4 actions de jouissance ™ at 56 fr. 


Balance of dividend for 1900 on 4.376 
Halfsear's interest for 1901 on 172,236 enpital shares at 12 fr. 60 cv 
eas Seat t 


‘This amount will be remitted to Messrs. eo for a ae ere 

e nd I shall be gl to receive in due course the 

enment on the Ist July next, a bo glad to receive in due course the 
receipts in the form p 1 for transmission to the Suex Cai pany 


herewith inclosed for ao ei 
(Signed) H. AUSTIN LE 


No, 81. 


Foreign Office to Treanury. 


Foreign Office, June 12, 1901. 

ansdowne to transmit to you, to be laid before 
siete py of a despatch received from 
general meeting of the Com- 


Bir AM diceoted by tho Maree of Lanalowne 
he Lords Coramissioners of His Majesty's Treasury 
the Batish Sues Canal Directors reporting the 
eae ‘ita that, th the concurrence of their Lordships, Lord Lansdowne pro- 
poses to approve the action of the Directors on that oeasion, 

"MARTIN GOSSELIN, 


Sir C. Fremantle to Foreign Office.—(Received June 17.) 


4, Lower Sloane Street, Landon, June 17, 1901 
loved my 65th year, and under the ta Serving 
als Dirvotor of the Suez Canal Company would 
eS ecatinocl, with ve mnetion of the 


My dear Sanderson, 
My de 1800 (12tK August), T omy 
egolations my appointment as a Brit 
pe ermtuated, but. that my services were 
v, for a potiod of two years, Se 5 eae 
: mer etter Fon is Tela ‘Office, informing me of this decision, was dated th 


seneet ran Jowne will recommend the retention of my 
Lay enture to hope that Lord Lansdown« . x 
svn floc the 12th August next fora further period of three years? 
se Tonl Salisbury. Feo tne in 1899 for an extension y 


Lords preferred to eurtail it to two years 


rs, but my 


Yours vory sincerely, 
oncg) NG. W. FREMANTLE. 


British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.t—(Received June 25.) 


ee ear! Paris June 1s 1901, 
wie rt that the accounts of the Suez Canal Company fo 
the year 1000, the honeumnination by the Finance Committee on the ist May, were 
oa me + Copy to Treasary, Jay 1, 1801. 


approved at a meeting of the Council on the same day, and by the general meeting of 
the sharcholders held on the 4th instant. 

‘The inclosed comparative statement of reecipts and expenditure for the years 1898, 
1899, and 1900 show the financial results of the year’s work. 

A general view of the traffie of the Canal for 1900, as shown in this Statement, 
seems to point to a normal condition of affairs, the results obtained in 1899, which wag 
the most prosperous since the opening of the Canal, baving been almost maintained. A 
closer examination, however, shows that there are important differences in many respects 
between the two years. The first quarter of the year 1900 showed a falling of of 
receipts of more than 4,000,000 fr., or were the comparatively large receipts of the 
remainder of the year due to improved commercial conditions. They were caused by 
the largely-inereased number of vessols of war and of transports used for the convey. 
ance of troops and war material, dispatched by the Great European Powers to Chinn, 
In consequence of the Chinese expedition, indeed, the receipts derived from the passage 
of ships of war, and the conveyance of troops and military stores through the Canal, 
exceeded the receipts from the same sources in 1899 by nearly 3, 

‘The falling off of transit and navigation receipts for the year, as compared with 
1899, amounted t .000 fr., but the total receipts, after making provision to the same 
extent as in 1899 for the statutory reserve, depreciation of stock and insurance, ndmit 
of the declaration of the same dividend of 108 fr. net per share. The total ree ipts 
for 1900 amounted to 99,451,403 fr. 12.c., and as, after making certain deductions for 
the transmission of funds from Egypt to France, the available receipts for 1809 wero 
reduced to 94,010,115 ff, 24 ¢,, the net falling off of reecipts in 1900. has boon 

fr, 12 6. only, 

he financial operations of the Company in 1900, owing to the highor rate of 
received for balances, show a net increase of 71,000 ft, ; the sorview of the 
water supply at Port Said and Suex an increase of 59,000 fr, ; and the tramway from 
Port Said to Ismailia an increase of 12,000 ff. In the tax of the actual tonuage of 
i ag through the Canal, the decrease has been 1,420,000 fr., but there has 
crease of 612,000 fr. in the tax for passengers, and 194,000 fr. in. other 
charges, leaving the deficit in the total receipts for transit and navigation at 

654,000 fr. 

In the ordivary expenditure of the year thero has been an increase of 
1,092,488 fr. 54 ¢ ax compared with 1899. Cortain claims for arrears of interest put 
forward by holders of * ddlggations ” have been vettled by an agreement undev which 
the Company bas paid a sum of 406,000 fr.; the expenses of Administration have 
been increased by allowances mado in connection with the Exhibition in Paris, and by 
Tepairs and improvements in the Company's head office, amounting together to the sum 
of 120,000 fr.; and there has been an increase of 560,000 fr. in the sum devoted to 
the maintenance of the Canal. To these expenses must be added sums equal in 
amount to those set aside in 1899, namely, 3,000,000 fr. for the sinking fund, for 
making good losses by woar and tear, and 000,000 f. for the insurance fund againat 
accidents, ‘The total expenditure has thus been raised to 29,143,964 fr. 40 «. 

After making provision for working expenses, the charges for the loun service, 
interest on capital, and the statutory payment to the sinking fund, the sum remaining 
for distribution is 51,668,450 fr. 70 ¢. ‘This sum, in accordance with Article 63 of the 
Statutes of the Company, has been allotted as follows :— 

Fr. 
FU preet shi = ain & 
15, my Rgxptien Goverasent ss 7785,867 61 
0 Founders we ve S7186,845 07 
2 5h Adainberateare 37 1 
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J, STOKES, 
H. AUSTIN LEB, 
©. W. FREMANTLE, 
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British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.*—(Received June 18.) 
(No.19. Commercial.) 
My Lord, Spring House, Ewell, Surrey, June 16, 1901. 

REFERRING to previous correspondence on the subject of the steam-ship “South 
America," we have the honour to forward, for the information of tie Board of rade, 
copies of the letter which we addressed to the Suez Gonal Company on the ist April last, 
aud of Prince d’Arenberg’s reply, dated the 21st May last. ‘The Company lay stress on the 
special certificates granted to the steam-ships “* Van Swoll” and “Paroo,” and eontrovert 
the statement made by the owners, that the ship on her outward voyage was unprovided 
with the means of closing in the spaces which the Company included in the tonnage on 
Which dues were paid and which spaces were closed in and filled with eargo on the vessel's 
homeward voyage. 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) STOKES. 
C. W. FREMANTLE. 


——<$<—<$—<______. 


Inclosure 1 in No. Ste 


British Suez Canal Directors to Suex Canal Company. 
M. le Président, 


Paris, April. 1, 1901. 
REFERRING to previous correspondence on the subject of the steam-ship “South 


Amvrica,” we are instructed to represent to you that the space under the shade or 

ng deck of this vessel was not included in the tonnage certificate issued to her by 
the Board of Trade because it was considered to be exempt under the understanding 
arrived at between the Board and the Suez Canal Company, viz, that if the openings in 
the bulkheads, bounding the spaces in question, are without conmings and titted ‘only 
with channel bars to the half beight, such spaces were eligible for exemption from sero 
tonnage for the purpose of a Sucz Canal certificate, #0 long as cargo was not carried 
therein. 

We inclose a sketeh showing that these conditions w 
known, the ship passed outwards through the Canal without any infringement of them, 
and should not have been charged tonnage dues on these spaces. On the homeward 
passage it is admitted that merchandize was stowed in these spaces, and that she was 
Properly charged the tonnage dues for then), 

Hoping that these explanations may bo co 
that the dues apparently overcharged on 


faltilled, and, as far as is 


roborated by the Chef de Transit, and 


ho outward passnge will be refunded, 
We have, &. 
(Signed) 


Inclosure 2 in No. 34. 


Prince d'Arenberg to Liritish Suez Canal Directors, 


Messieurs, Paris, le 21 Mai, 1901, 
EN réponse a la communication que vous avex bien voulu me faire le 1% Avril dernier, 
€t comme suite & ma lettre du 4 du niéme mois, j'ai Mhonneur de vous travsmettre sous o& 
i la copie d'un rapport du & Mai courant que M. te Clef du Transit vient Ge nous 
dresser au sajet de la taxation d'un espace sous “awning deck” A bord du steamer 

South America.” 
Veuillez, &e, 
Le Président, 
(Signé) Privee AUGUSTE D'ARENBERG. 


—— SS 


** Copy to Board of Trade, June 20; 190 





Inclosure 3 in No. 34. 


M. Tillier to Prince a! Arenberg. 


Mle Président, Inmailio, le 6 Mai, 1901. 

PAI Vhonneur de vous accuser réception de votre lettre du 4 Avril dernier, contenant 
in copie d'une nouvelle correspondance que notre Direction w éshanaée vee les Repré- 
sentants de Sa Majesté Britannique dans le Conseil t de la taxation de lespace 
sous “awning deck” du steam-ship Anglais “South Afric 

La lecture de cette correspondance nous permet de nous rendre compte que les agents 
du Board of ‘Trade ont envisagé In question sous un autre point de vue que celui sous 
Tequel je vous Vai présentée dans mes précédents rapports. 

Le Board of Trade parait baser son raisonnement sor, Ie 
deux espaces (dans espace la pm forecas rt 
ul, daprés Datei aortas colt tou Aamir m et notre Compagzi, nurseot dd 
tre exemptés du mesurage, parce que leurs ouvertures n’ont d'autres woyens de fermetur 
que des coulisseaux ne dépassant pas In moitié de Ia hauteur. 

Nous ne nous sommes pas préoccupés du “ poop" ni du 
dosquels je reviendrai cepondant tout i . 
eet je vous Pai dit dans ma lettre No, $143, nousavons prétenda taxer un réritable 
entrepont s'éendant de Vavant & Vrigro du pavire Notre taration surat 6 Ia a 
sil n'y avait ew oi ni “forecastle direauctne cloison limitant les espaces que 
compris entre les deux ponts que nous avons ajouté au tonnage, et non le “ poop" ot le 
“foreenstle.”” Pour agir comme nous Tavons fait, nous nous sommes inspirés, non seulement 


forecastle” sur les fermetures 


des rigles de la Commission de Constantinop 

dnd pat le Board of Trade Iuinbine en mesurnat 

ravines Hollandais " Van Swoll” et Anglais “*Paroo.” Berea) 
En teemioant, j'ajouterni incidemment que quand te © South Amerion s'est présenté 

4 Port-Soid, les ouvertures du “poop” et du “forecastle” étsiont munies, non de coulisseaux, 


cow lindiq e \is qui nous a été com wis suf toute leur hauteur de 
ered netobes ae toon et lenqeai ont ahd bonlonnéen, a ivoyage afer on 
Sea oavtnen duiecas préventor de nouveau cette affire & I'examen du Board of 
‘Trade, en Io priant de porter spéeinloment son attention sur le point de vue caving’ dans 
Je présent rapport, et de novs faire savoir wi, & son appréciation, un véritable entrepont 
comine celui du “South America” ne doit pas dtre mesuré A cause des ouvertures de 
2 pieds 6 de hautear protiquées i Varridve dana ia murnitle du navire, sur une longueur 
totale de 27 picds, ainsi que Vindique le croquis joint A ma lettre du 15 Octobre 


ovnier. ss 
oe neon deet également d'attirer Vattention des agents da Board of Trade sur les 


modifications indiquées plos haut, qui ont €6 apportées, apres la délivrance du eertiticat 
spécial, av mode de fermeture des espaces considérds foreeastle,’ 
lez, Ke. 
Le Chef du Service du ‘Transit, 
(Signé) ‘TILLIER. 


No.5. 
Foreign Offce to Sir J. Laing. 


Sir, Foreign Office, June 19, 1901, 
* TAM directed by the Marquess of Lansdowne to sate that his Lordship has learnt 
with regret that you have resigned affice as a Director of the Suez Canal Company. 
His Loniship desires, on behalf of His Majesty's Government, to place ou record the 
high appreciation of the services you have rendered in that capacity, both to the 
Company and to the shipping interest generally, and of the ability and knowledge 
with which you have, during a tenure extending over many years, discharged the 
Alfie ofthe ofie which you are about to vacate, © 
am, &e. 


(Signed) T. Hl. SANDERSON. 
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No. 36. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received June 24.) 


Sir, Board of Trade, June 22, 1901. 

WITH reference to your letter of the Ist April last, transmitting, by direction of 
the Marquess of Lansdowne, copy of a letter from the British Directors of the Suez 
Canal containing a proposal relating to the method of dealing with the covered and 
closed-in spaces of vessels passing through the Canal, I am directed by the Board of 
Trade to transmit to you, for his Lordship’s information, a copy of a Memor 
embodying the views of this Department regarding the measurement of the stea 
“South America” and the proposal of the Directors. 
* The Board desire me to suggest, for Lord Lansdowne’s consideration, that this 
Memorandum may be communicated to the Directors and that their observations thereon 
may be furnished to this Department in due course. 

I am to add that the owners of the “South America” are pressing for an early 
settlement of this case, 

I bave, &e. 
(Signed) WALTER J. HOWELL, 


SS 


Inclosure in No. 36, 


Memorandum respecting the Measurement of the steam-ship “ South America” for a Sues 
Canal Special Tounage Certificate. 


IN doaling with this ease, in which the shelter-deck space was exempted ftom Suex 
Canal tonnage, owing to the openings in the poop aud bridge bulkheads extending to 
the deck, and being fitted with ehannel bars to only balf their height, it is understood 
that the Sues Canal Company hold that, as these spaces, viz, poop and bridge, were not 
entirely isolated structures, but were connected. by means of the deck overbead, which 
was only broken by an opening in the centre eapable of being easly closed in, therefore 
the whole of the shelter-deck space should be included in the tonnage. 

It should, however, be pointed out that the portion of shelter.deck between the 
Poop and bridge bulkheads was permanently open to weather and sea, owing to the open 

ulwarks existing thore, and that for all practical purposes that space was an exposed 
or weather deck, regardless of the deck or covering which was overhead, That is to 
say, the poop and bridge are isolated structures as far as the outside shell-plating oce, 
for the continuity of this plating is broken at the after-ond of the bridge between 
which and the poop there are only the ordinary balwarks with seuppers and freeing 
Ports fited. True, there is. the dock overhead, but as thin is broken in the conte line, 
leaving a width of deck on each side of some 12 of 18 feet, this is treated as for the 
purposes of a gangway. Consequently, the poop and bridge spaces having openings in 
the bulkheads, extending from deck to deck with channel bars for receiving planks 
only up to half their height, are considered spaces which cannot be easily closed in, and 
are exempted from tonnage accordingly. With regard to the eases of tho « Van Swoll”” 
and the “ Paroo,” which ere quoted by the Suez Canal Company’ as parallel cuses te the 
“South America,” it is clear from the papers in the Board's possession that, although 
there were openings in the bulwarks between the bridge and the Boop, these openings 
had a hinged length of plating fitted for the purpose of securely closing them, thus 
making the outside plating continuous, and closing the space in from weather and sen. 
Upon this account the Board's Surreyors included the whole of the shelter-deck space it 
the tonnage. ‘These cases, therefore, differ in a material point from that of the South 
America.” 

With regard to the proposal of the Directors as to the treatment of these spaces, it 
is understood— 

1, That those vessels having arrangements by which deck splices ean be “ easily 
¢losed in,” as defined by the present Agreement, are to have such spaces alrays included 

the tonnage. 
3:,Th the abe. of those Vase, winked AIMRDG SAT MEAN to hadi Ue 
Aske Lo eserpt ther deck spaces fom the tounge, the Suez Canal Company wil 
1680) 
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accept the certifieate as handed to them, unless cargo which cannot be described as 
deck cargo” is carried therein, in which case the space actually occupied by the cargo 
will be measured and added to the tonnage for that voyage. 

3, Should a vessel, exempted as above, be presented for transit under conditions 
Aiffering from those defined in the present Agreement, consequent upon alterations 
made since the Surveyor granted the certificate, but with no cargo in the space, the 
master will be warned by the Suez Canal Company, and notice will be forwarded to the 
Board of ‘Trade as to the alteration, with the view of the spaces being included in the 
tonnage on the vessel’sarrival in the United Kingdom, should the alteration be persisted 
in by the owners. 





No. 37. 
Sir J. Laing to Foreign Office-—(Received June 25.) 


Etal Manor, Corahill-on-Tweed, R.S. 
Bir, June 24, 1901. 

I HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of yout leter containing the message of the 
Marquess of Lansdowne, on behalf of His Majesty's Government, with regard to my 
resigning the office of a Director of the Suez Canal Company. 

In answer I beg you to convey to His Lordship the expression of the gratification 
it has given me to hear that such services as I have been able to render in that capacity 
fare so warmly appreciated and 0 gratefully acknowledged by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, 

"Phe interest L have taken for many years in the Company can never lessen, and it 
is with great regret that, owing to increasing age and less vigorous health, I feel obliged 
to retire from the active duties that the work entailed. 

‘Trusting that his Lordship will assure His Majesty's Government of the zratifica~ 
tion such aemark of approval has given me and of my regret at being unable to 
longer serve the Company's interests in a practical manner, 1 am, &. 

(Signed) JAMES LAING, 


No. 38. 


Foreign Office to Treasury. 


Bir, Fortgn Of, June 


WITH reference to your letter of the 18th July, 1809, and to previous corre- 
spondence, I am direeted by the Marquess of Lansdowne to state, for the information of 
he Lords Commiaiioners of His Majesty's Tronsury, that a letter has been received from 
Fe eer Corumantie requesting that bis appointment, as one of the British Directors 
of the Suez Canal Company, which was continued in 1899 for a period of two years, 
may be extended for a further period. of three years after the 12th August next. 

Lord Lansdowne considers that it would be to the interest of the public service to 
retain Sir C. Fremantle’s services on the Board on account of his valuable special 
knowledge andhis excellent relations with hix French colleagues, and His Lordship there- 
fore desires to recommend his application to their Lordships’ favourable consideration. 


Tam, & 
(Signed) 1. H. SANDERSON. 


ee 
No. 39. 
Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


No, 5. Commercial.) 
mntlemen, Foreign Office, June 26, 1901. 
WITH reference to your despatch No. 9, Commercial, of the 25th March last, 
welating to the measurement of covered and closed-in spaces ou vessels passing through 
the Suez Canal, Tam directed by the Marquess of Lansdowne to transmit herewith, tor 
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whom the matter was 


our olwervations, copy of letter fom. the Board of Trad 
¢ views of that Department 


referred, covering a Memorandum in which are embodied th 
on the proposal made by the Suez Canal Company as us 

It will be observed that the owners of the * South 
carly settlement of the question. 


ese spaces, 
America” are pressing for an 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


a a ee ee 
No. 40. 


‘Treasury to Foreign Office {Received June 27.) 
Sir, 
E __, Treasury Chambers, June 25, 1901. 
ee ae  Caemsiionere, of "Hi, Majesty's aieey to 
seknowleige the roxipt of Sir M. Gossolin's letter of the 12th instant, forwarding a 
tas Proceedings at the annual general meeting of the Suex Canal Company 

am to add that my Lords concur in the proposal 
to approve the action ofthe Direstors en that odo, 1? Marguat of Lannlowne 
Tam, & 
(Signed) #, W. HAMILTON. 
2. 
No. 41. 


ot Viscount Cromer to the Marquess of Lansdowne.—(Recrived July 1.) 
eth necessity of connecting Port Said with the rane asran, ae 
system ins Tong. Deen folt, At present, the only railway connection Th by moans ot 5 
narrow gange riilwsy from Ismailia. ‘This railway belongs to tho Suez Canal Company. 
11 .htve now the honour to inform your Lordship that the Company hax agreed to 
gel is existing line to the Egyptian Government. ‘The details remain to be settled 
tial points the Egyptian Government and the Co i 
Concurrently with the alteration af the gauge the harbour of Port Rall will te 
The {th 
icoess of these negotiations, which at ono time th i 
deal of trouble, to largely dus to the infuenee and enertion ef Mie muerte, om 
_— Thave, &e. 
(Signed) "CROMER. 


sO 
No, 42. 
Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


(No. 6. Commercial.) 
Gentlemen, ed by Foreign Offi, July 2, 1901. 
; M direetd by the Marquess of Lansdowne to acknowledge tho receipt of your 
despatch No. 16, Commercis, of the th ultimo, and to express his Lordsip's approval 
yor at the annual general meeting of thi Sanal Ci y i 
Sane f the Suez Canal Company, held at Paria 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN. 
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No. 43. 
Treasury to Foreign Offce.—(Received July 10.) 


Sir, Treaary Chambers, July 9, 001, 
? 2 issic is 's Treasury Sir M. 
LAID before the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 
Gontliae deter of the 28th tltmo, in which the Marques of Lansdowne recommends 
the extension for three years from, the 12th prosimo, of the appointment of Sir C. 
Pt tl British Director of the Suez Canal Company. ae 
eT am to request you to inform the Secretary of Stato that, while the 
concur with’ his Lorlship aa, to the desirability of retaining Sir C. Fremanties 
services, they think the extension should be limited to a period of two years, and they 
accorisgly sanction his eotinued employment to the 12th August, 1003. 
. am, &e. - 
(Signed) ° E. W. HAMILTON. 





No. dt. 


Foreign Office to Sir C. Fremantle. 


i Foreign Office, July 16, 1901. 
= i St f Lansdowne 
pt of your letter of the 17th ultimo, the Marquess of 
socmmand6l otha 1onae| Comeiseounes Gn tery ths extension for three 
years, from the 12th proximo, of your appointment asa British Director of the Suez 
ae Cag Frosted by his Lordship to inform you that, while their Lordships concur as 
to the desieability of retaining your services, they think that the extension sl oo 

limited to a period of two years, and have accordingly sanctioned your contin 


employment to the 12th August, 1903. ie 2 
(Signed) MARTIN GOSSELIN, 


No. 45. 


Sir C. Fremantle to Foreign Office.—(Received July 19.) 


Sir, 4, Lower Sloane Street, S.W., bec 18, jane t 
3 ipt of Sir Martin Gosselin’s letter o 
AVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Sir Martin Gossel a 
fe. 10th iotants infecting Tie’ Oba ‘Lords’ Commesionses of ia Majesty's 
Mreasury have, on the recommendation ofthe Marquess of Lansdowne, snetionsd the 
rotention of my services as a Director of the Suex Canal Company for a further period 
Of two years from the 12th August next, and I have to request that you will convey 
to his Lordship the expression of my best thanks for the favour which he has bees 
pleased to extend to me. a 


©. W. FREMANTLE. 


Swez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.—(Received August 15.) 


(F0.20,, Commercial) 
Mey p's i i ed in Sir Martin Gosselin’s 
NG upon your Lordship’s instructions, conveyed in 
Tapers te 3 omninardl, of the 26th June, we communicated to the oe 
Company the Memorandum of the Board of ‘Trade incloed in that despatch, Tn 
doing so we pressed upon the Company the desirability of an enrly settlement o! 
difficulty. 


Spring House, Ewell, Surrey, August 14, 1901. 


88 


We have now the honour to inclose the Company's reply, from which it-will be 
seen that their agents desire a further consideration of the points in dispute, as new 
Points have arisen and other countries are concerned, 

At our next visit to Paris a fortnight hence we shall mect M. Tillier, the 
Company's principal Agent for Transit in the Canal, who will then be in Branes, and 
shall then be able to lay before the Board of Trade the result of our discussion with 
him. 

We have, &, 
(Por the three Directors), 
(Signed) J. STOKES, 
ena = 
“Inclosure 1 in No, 46, 
M. Bonnet to British Suez Canal Directors. 


Messieurs, Paris, le Aoiit, 1901 
COMME suite A vos communications des 24 Juin et 1 Juillet deniers, cons 
cernant— 
1. La taxation de Yespace sous “ awning deck” du “South America”; 
2 La détermination du tonnage des navires chauffant au combustible liquide; 
Ysi Thonneur de yous transmettre, sous ce pli, la copie des lettres du 28 Juillet ot 
iu 18 Juillet* que ML le Chef du Transit vient de nous adresser au sujet de ces deux 
affaires. 
Veuillez, &o. 
(Pour Je Président) 
‘Le Secritaire-Général 
(Signé EDGAR BONNEY, 


——————— 


Inclosure 2 in No, 40. 
M. Tillier to Prince a Arenberg. 


M. le Président, Inmattia, le 28 Juillet, 1901. 

VAL examiné avec la plus grande attention lo Mémoranduin du Board ‘of Trade 

jue vous avex bien youlu me communiquer au sujet du tonnage du South America” 
e comprends tris clairement maintenant que les jaugours Anglais admetient que les 
coupures de 27 p. de longueur ot de 2p. 6 de autour dans les murailles A trilond ct 
A bibord peuvent dre considérées comme étant une interruption elle de oo, 
murailles. Les espaces qui se tronvent sous le pont supérieur regaés dd Jone par 
ux comme espaces sur le pont de tonnage se trouvet logiquement soumis aux toelos 
adoptées. Les cloisons transversales de cos espaces sur lo “South America " érant 
fercées Couvertures qui ne rentrent pas dans la eatégori¢ de celles que lo Board of 
de considére comme faciles A clore, me doivent done pax dtro ajoutés an prow 
tonnage, & moins que d’aprés notre entente xécente ils me conticnnent de la aan 
ehandise. 

Ainsi que MIM: les Administrateurs Anglais le remarquent, nous avons envisagé 
4a question A un point de vue différent, et Ala vérité il n'est pas Gtonnant quil en st 
ainsi. Pour la premiére fois un navire dans les conditions du “South Amerien'” oe 
Présontait A nous, et pour la premiéro fois aussi nous avions A examiner In question du 
Rresurage deepaces situés sur un pont alors qu'il existe dans les murailles, des 
Suvertures latérales de tr’s petite longueur sur moins de In moitié de la hauteur de ces 
murailles. 

Pour le * South America " ces ouvertures ont les dimensions suivantes : 

Longueur, 27 p.; hauteur, 2 p. 6; interruption du pont supérieur par un pannean 
sans hiloire de 24 p. de longueur et de 16 p. de largeur. Lee jaugours Anglais ont 
Grilemment admis que ces dimensions étaient suflisantes pour que le pont de tonnage 


+ Ths ntind. 
(1630) iz 





Sh 


ri de In mer et des embruns, Mais il ya probablement une limite 
limite & partir de laquelle il conviendrait de les considérer 
raille devrait étre considérée elle-méme comme 


ne fit pas & Vabi 
minima 4 ces dimensions, 
comme si faciles & clore que la mu 
continue, 

re atre Ie Board of ‘Trade estimera-til quien se plagant & ce point de vue, Ia 
question devra étre examinée. 

‘Ou. pout mo répondre, il est vrai, quill ne s'agit pas de suppositions, mist 
dtun fait'séel et précis, colui du “South America,” ct que cest ce fait précis que je 
dois seul envisager. 

Tis vérite au moment od le “South America” s'est prisenté il en était a 
mais depuis deux autres navires Anglais se sont présentés avec des installations 
légtrement différentes et deux navires Allemands, “ Acilin ” et “ Alexandria,” nous 
gtr re Suen Canal certificates,” sur lesquels wont pas été compris dans. lo 
tonnage de véritables entreponts jaugeant plus de 1,200 t. et niayant ni interruption, 
de murailles ni sabords ni ouvertures quelconques. Nous avons signalé le fait & 
HOdiee Impérial de jaugeage de Berlin et nous n’avons pas encore repu sa rponss 
j'ignore par conséquent quelles raisons nous donneront les jaugeurs Allemands pour la 
hon-taxation de ees espaces. 

Mais, comme on le voit, 1a question so présente en tout eas aveo des <iéments 
nouvenus, et je. pense quil y aurait avantage A co que MM. les Administratents 
‘Anglais aiont Tobligeance dattondre que je leur soumettre de petite ‘modales en bois 
A ele ws Anglais ot Allemands (que j'emporterai avec moi et qui seront Paris vars 
des rT eTADKi), pour recherchor wil n'y a pas lieu au sujet des ouvertures latérales 
} un nouvel examen de In question. 


Te yous prie, &e. 
(Signé) | TILLIER. 


P.8.—J’ajouterai que, i V'exception du “South America,” les navires qui se sont 
préwntés aves des installations semblables & celles de ce bitiment ayalent de In 
Iarchandise dang les espaces en cause. 





No, 47. 


Britioh Sues Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne*—(Reccived November 11.) 


No. 21. Commercial.) 


ry Lord, Paris, November 6, 1901. 
I continuation of our despatah No. 13, Commercial, of the 10th September, 1900, 
we teve the honour to enclose a Statement of the expenditure on works of improve: 
we Maye tthe Suez Canel out of the loans raised for this purpose up to the 31st 
December, 1900. 

Of the 11 
111,559,280 fr, 


98,125 fr, (4,811,925) obtained from these loans the sum of 
62,8711) had been spent on the works up to the Bist December last, 
Jeavingyn balance of 1,238,845 ff, (49,5041) still available for further improvements 

Wee A hescen from the Statement that the sum of 13,718,844 fr. (628,554) hae 


boon exponded on works not included in tho original estimate. 
We have, &e. 


J, STOKES. 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 
©, W, FREMANTLE. 


(Signed) 


35 
Tnclosure in No. 47. 
Exreeniex, Bupcer Exrmaonvrxame. 


Dépenses faites du * Janvier, 1886, au 81 Décembre, 1900, sur les 112,798,125. 





Somme, Totsle, 


‘Travaux de la Convention de 1876 .. my He 
Exécution de la premitre phase -— fre 
ee 
Wancions picux «+ fe “ 
ticipation aux dépeanes de grosses réparations de matériel 
sarvieipation dea travaux d'amélioration dans Ia constitution 
os eee ee 


4,183,278 
36,968,320 
3,087,917 


535,583 


875,969 
Acquisition de matériel Soiteir 
Galldaieedstien Gs sz tutte Muah ea im *talgaee 
‘Travaux divers non prévus'd Morigine (voir les détails ci-contree) | 
Charges wemprant Ne ae rs 
Gratllcation de 8 pour ceot'anx ovriers 5st se 
Liceneiement et rapatriement douvriers 1. ey 


Participation fortsitaire da personnel aux fconomies rénlinger 


oma z peat 


1 diduire Recestn (participation aux bénitces var Vexpletation 111,400,066 
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British Sues Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne®.—(Received November 1.) 


Si ind ee Paris, November 6, 1901. 
WE have the honour to report that at the meeting of the Suez Canal Council on 
the 4th instant, Mr. Frederick Green, of the Orient Steam Navigation Company, was 
formally elected to be a Director of the Suez Canal Company, in toe place of 
Sir James Laing, resigned. : 
a ea tthe exe ASGL Oy nol APs Os as Teamhcy 1004 ease drawing 
8 mtres, oF 26 feet 3 inches, will be allowed to pass through the Suez Canal. The present 
maximum deaft of water allowed is 7°80 mdtres, or 25 foct 7 inch 
8 inches now allowed will, we believe, be welcomed by the shipping interest, as it will 
enable vessels of heavy tonnage to load much deeper, whilst those that do not load 
deoper will steor better from having more water under their keels ; 
‘We have the honour to request that the Admiralty and the Board of Trade may bo 
made acquainted wi 
ntly being carried out by the Suez Canal Company. 
constantly being carried ont by eas 
(Signed) "J. STOKES. 
H, AUSTIN LEE. 
©. W. FREMANTLE. 





No, 49. 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.—(Received November 19.) 


iy Lan ee Paris, November 16, 1901. 

IN our No, 20, Commercial, of the 14th August last, wo had the honour to report 
to your Lordship with reforence’ to the tonnage of the steamship “ South America, 
which bas given rise to so much correspondence, and upon which we had been instructed 
to press for an early decision, that the Suez Canal Company had requested « farther 
delay until further consideration could be given to the matter, new points having arisen, 
and other countries being affeeted by them, : 

In the meantime, the owners of the “ South America” had brought under the notice 
of the London Committee of the Suez Canal Council their complaint of the taxation of 
the vessel when she first passed throagh the anal with the space under the awning deck 

0. 
ESS rae ase Oonastiah 33 ool sikey Tasen labes by the owners of the “South 
America,” and, having requested from the Canal Company x full explanation of the 
elreumatances, retelred copies of the correpondence which bad pamed on the subject 

‘This correspondence herewith inelosed may be thus elassifie ; 

1, ‘Translation of a Memorandum by the Suez Canal Company recording the 
difficulties about covered and closed-in spaces in 1899, with a working arrangement then 
adopted. 

7 3/(Ciplesand trasalatias Gf Gorrdzpoadeiies fs December 1900 to October 1901 
on the subject of the “South America” between ourselves as instructed by the Board 
of Trade through the Foreign Office and the Suez Canal Company. 

3. Copy of letters from Messrs. Lawther, Latta, and Co., owners of the “ South 
America,” to the Suez Canal Company. 

4, Note by M. illier, Chef du ‘Transit on the Suez Canal, on the measurement of 

dge, poop, and forecastle spaces. 
ee hy the eamie on the mensarement of 'alielier-deek pacts, r 

On the 18th ultimo Sir John Stokes and Sir Charles Fremantle attended a special 
meeting of the London Committee to discuss the matters referred to in the above 
Papers. They found a very stroug feeling against the claims advanced by the owners 
‘the “South America,” which fomd expression in the inelosed Resolution, which was 
forwarded to the Suez Canal Company. 


* Copy to Treasury, Admiralty, aad Board of Trade, November 19, 1501. 


this decision, which is doe to the improvements that are 
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The;Jimportance of this Resolution lics in the antagonism which it reveals 
‘between two important sections of the shipping interest in Great Britai 

The great lines of steam-ships have very large spaces above the tonnage deck 
which are covered and closed in and added to the tonnage of the ship, and generally 
contain cabins and saloons for the use of passengers: these cabins, c., i certain 
seasons of the year, are not oecupied, and do not yield large returns, but nevertheless 
pay the Suez Canal dues. 

‘The ships of which the “South America” is the type have vast spaces above the 
tonnage deck which are covered and mostly only partially closed in, though they can be 
closed in more or less easily. If easily closed in the spaces should under the Rules 
the Constantinople Commission be added to the tonnage and pay dues, 

‘The difficulty has long been to find a form of words which should not be eluded, 
‘To mect the difficulty, the Suez Canal Company proposed that the spaces should pay 
dues if they contained cargo, and not pay if they were empty. 

The great lines, as above stated, pay dues on empty spaces, and they hold that it 
is unjust to them that there should be a class of vessels who eseape payment when these 

es are empty, and only pay when they have cargo in them. It is to be remarked 
that the number of these vessels is increasing, and they are now being so constructed 
that the tonnage of the spaces in question whose liability to pay dues forms the subject 
of the present discussion is as much as 630 tons in very inrge ships, or about 1G per cent. 
of the tonnage under the tonnage deck. 

We have received ftom the President of the Suc Canal Company a letter 
addressed to Sir John Stokes, of which the inclosed is a translation, which gives the 
Company's account of the transactions above narrated which does not differ from our 
orn account of them, and further sets forth the Company's view of the whole question, 
Tt may be briefly summarized as follows:— 

Owing to the difficulty of stating with precision @ formal rule of measurement 
carrying out the Constantinople rule about covered-in spaces, the Company proposed h 
working compromise in 1899. 

is compromise has been abused, and the result has been to reveal to the Come 

ny that it has acted in contravention of the Constantinople Rulos and of ity own 

invariable endeavour hitherto to treat its clients equally, ‘The Company thorefore 

desire to revert to a strict observance of the Constantinople Rule, that covered spaces 

that can be easily closed in shall be included in the tounnge, the proof that they can 

be easily closed in being detived from the fact of their having boen found with eargo in 
them. 

We hare the honour to submit that this xolution of the difficulty is the correct ono, 
and we trast that the Board of ‘Trade will find ft to be possible to give effect to it, 


We have, &e, 
(Signed) STOKES. 
C. W. FREMANTLE, 


eee 


Inclosure 1 in No, 49. 


Memorandum relating to au Understanding arrived at in 1899 between the Boarit of ‘Trade 
‘and the Suez Canal Company with regard ta certain Spaces containing Merchandice in 
Vessels going through the Canal, 


(Translation,) 

ON the 7th January, 1899, the Chef du Transit informed the Direction that 
the British steam-ship “Foreland,” on arriving at the Canal for transit on the 
28th December preceding, was found to have a bridge which had not been measured 
into the tonnage by the Board of Trade, because the openings in the said bridge were 
provided with the arrangements considered by the said Board of ‘Trade as necessary 
to enable that bridge space to be easily inclosed. ‘The Chef du ‘Transit pointed oui, 
however, that special arrangements, which he described, rendered the closing of that 
Space perfectly easy./ ¥ ‘ 

‘The Report of the Chef du Transit was sent on to General Sir John Stokes, and 
by him to the Board of Trade, who informed him that the arrangements referred to 
Must have been put up after the measurement of the “Foreland,” and that the ship 
Would be examined on her return to England. 

[1630] L 
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Ina subsequent Report, under date of the 4th March, 1899, the Chef du Transit: 
pointed out that facts of a similar nature bad been taken note of in the case of fore 
castles, bridges, and poops, on the British ships “ Astrea,” “ Harperley,” and “Dongola,” 
and he proposed, in order to avoid a loss of dues equitably owed to the Company, 
that his Department should be given authority to charge dues on such spaces whenever 
they contained merchandize. 

‘This second Report was also sent on by Lieutenant-General Sir John Stokes to 
the Board of ‘Trade, and, fiually, an arrangement was come to on that point, as will be 
xeen in a copy of a Report of the Chef du Transit under date of the 2nd December, 
1899, of which a copy is hereto annexed. 


(Translation.) 
M. le Président, Inmaitia, December 2, 1899. 

I BEG to inform you that during his recent stay i rypt, General Sir John 
Stokes brought to my knowledge the result of his Inst interview ‘with the Board of 
‘Trade on the subject of the taxation of poops and bridges when those spaces contained 
merchandize. 

‘The Board of Trade is of opinion that our mode of proceeding, as explained to 
them by General Stokes, is a correct one, and that it would be well, without entering 
upon any fresh correspondence on the matter, to continue to act as we have hitherto 
done. 

Sir John Stokes pointed out to me that as it was entirely left to us to decide as to 
the practical application of Rules which had, perhaps, not been literally laid down in 
the text of the recommendations of the Constantinople Commission, he thought it 
advisable to recommend that I should bring the greatest prudence to bear upon the 
application of the said Rules, . é 

‘Our mode of treatment of poop and bridge spaces when they contain merchandise 
will, therefore, be as follows — . 

1, As regards ships arriving at the Canal with poops and bridges the openings of 
which are provided ‘with the apyliancer specified in the hoard of Trade Oircelar of the 
4th November, 1897, but not, at the time, containing merchandize. 

‘The tonnage of the said shall be comprised in the measurement. 

If, moreover, a ship has been provided with the appliances above referred to after 
obtaining her Suex Canal certificate and the tonnage of the said spaces does not appear 
on the certificate, we sball not, there and then, ex officio, charge dues w it, but we 
‘sball warn the Captain that the infraction shall be brought under notice of the Board of 
‘Trade, and will advise the Direction nd ‘braces of ehieh : dak el 

2. Ships provided with poops and bridges of which the openings are provided wit 
ariasgeidt betes iat tbeta waited 13 tos Hioard "Trade Olealks, or torpeosadad 
with any arrangements for closing them, and not containing any merchandize at the 
time. 

‘We shall not charge dues on those spaces, whatever arrangements there may oF 
may not be, nor shall we make any remark thereon to the Captain. 

3. Ships arriving at the Canal with poops and bridges totally or partially filled with 
morchandize, irrespective of the method adopted for closing them, and irrespective also 
of whother they are totally closed or not. 

‘Whenever access to the space contemplated shall be possible we shall measure the 
space actually occupied by the merchandize, that is to say, in the exceptional cases 
‘hee Ui cierthalae| doen 06 take sp the whole height of the poop or bridge we 
shall measure the height occupied by the merchandize only, instead of measuring the 
total height of the space itself, in order to assess the tonnage of the space oceupied. 

T have insteucted all principal agents to refer to me in all such cases as may appear 


to them doubtful. 
‘The Chef du Transit, 
(Signed) = THLLTER. 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 49. 


Copies and Translations of Correspondence between Brilish Official Directors and the 
‘Sues Canal Company from December 1900 to Ociober 1901. 


British Suez Canal Directors to Prince @ Arenberg. 


(Translation,) 
MF, le Président, Paris, December 2, 1900. 

THE owners of the steam-ship ‘South Ameriea” have made a complaint to Her 
Majesty’s Government that when their ship recently passed through the Suez Canal, the 
Company's officers measured the space between the tonnage deck and the shelter deck 
of this vessel, and added it to the tonnage of the ship on which the Canal dues 
are paid. 

The surveyors of the Board of Trade in measuring the “South America” for a 
Suez Canal special tonnage certificate did not include the space in question in their 
‘measurement, as it appeared to them to be an open space permanently exposed to 
weather and sea, not coming within the meaning of the provisions of General Principle 
of the Rules for measurement of tonnage recommended by the International Tonnage 
Commission assembled at Constantinople in 1873, being exempt from measurement under 
the second paragraph of the explanatory note of the said Rule I. 

These Rules, as affecting the closed-in spaces, have been frequently the subject of 
discussion with the Company, and on the last occasion a satisfactory understanding was 
arrived at which, it was hoped, would put an end to the complaints of ship-owners to the 
interpretation to be given to the Rules. The case of the simple shelter deck isso Hitle 
iable to give rise to dispute, that we suppose that there must have been circumstances 
not brought to our notice which have induced the Canal officers to add this space in 
question to the tonnage. 

We are instructed to bring the matter to your notice, and to request that the said 
‘officers may be called upon for an explanation of their actio 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) "J. STOKES. 
H, AUSTIN LEE. 
©. W. FREMANTLE. 


Prince d'Arenberg to British Suez Canal Directors. 
(Prandation.) 
ear Sirs, Paris, December 10, 1900, 

IN roply to. your letter of tho 2nd instant, Ibex to hand you herewith copy of 
report and sketch* sent us by our Service du ‘Transit in Ezypt coucerning the assessment 
of dues on the British steamer “South America” at the time of her passage on the 
Sth October last, 

You will perceive that, as you rightly inferred, the special conditions of the case 
were what led to the “shelter deck” space of that ship being brought into the tonnage 
on which dues are charged, 

We bes, &e. 


‘The President, 
(Signed) Prince AUGUSTE n'ARENBERG. 


M. Ripert to Prince a’ Arenberg. 
(Translation.) = a 


M. le Président, Inmatlia, October 15, 1900. 

I BEG to inform you that the British steamer “South America” arrived at Port 
‘Said for transit on the &th instant, bearing a Suez Canal certificate in which the space 
‘under awning deck had not been measured. 

As you will see from the inclosed sketch that is a true ‘bween deck space, and 
has loading hatehways on either side. It is entirely closed on the whole of its length 
save a length of 27 feet aft. This portion forms a distinct space in the "tween deck, and 
has on its sides openings 2 ft. Gin. high, and also on the upper deck a cutting of sort 
of hatchway 24 feet long and 16 ft. 5 in, wide; its limits fore and aft are formed by an 


Copies of te sheteh above referred to were unable to be got out in time for inclorure, 
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iron bulkhead having two openings without any step oF coamings, but bearing, however, 
inwardly corer plates pierced with holes. 

‘The eaptain informed us that this space or "tween deck was intended for the carrying 
of cattle. 

Tt should be observed that the awning deck of this ship is far more easily closed 
than those of the Dutch steam-ship Van Swoll,” and of the British steam-ship 
“Paroo,” measured in 1897 by the Board of ‘Trade. 

Consequently, being of opinion that the said space was evidently comprised in the 
category of those that must be measured in the tonnage, we have charged dues 
thereon. 

‘The verifications having taken place at night we took as the basis of our operations 
the figure of 953-46 tons, which appears by way of information on the certificate of British 
registry. We have considered it as likely to be more accurate than our own, which did 
not moreover ditfer much from it, 

T beg you, &, 
Le Chef du Service du ‘Transit par intérimn, 
(Signed) RIPERT. 


MM, Tillier to Prince d’ Arenberg. 
sanslation,) 
le Président, Irmatlia, December 21, 1900. 
IN answer to your letter of the 10th instant relating to the charges on the 

steam-ahip "South America,” I hasten to inform you that we have not considered the 
‘space in question (the shelter deck) as coming within the category of those respecting 
which an understanding was arrived at between our Company and the Board of Trade, 
‘That understanding, in our estimation, concerned solely certain isolated spaces on the 
upper deck, such as bridges, pooys, and forecastles, imperfectly closed and permanently 
intended to protect either the engines or the crew against the sea, and only accidentally 
made use of for the conveyance of merehandls As regards this, as you will no doubt 
havo observed, the results of our understanding have been in every way satisfactory, 
ince we have had no single claim or remark from our customers. 


Bat as regards the “South America,” the case is a totally new and special one. 
‘The space in question is a true ‘tween deck (* entrepont") extending fore and aft the whole 


length of the ship, without any interruption in ite continuity than what is shown at poiat 
“A” on the sketch. Indeed this space is entered on the Suex Canal certificate and on 
the certificate of British registry as one not comprised by the measurement surveyors 
of the Board of Trade in the tonnage; but we were all ‘convineed, when the “South 
America” entered for transit, that the space under “awning” or “shelter deck” had 
‘undergone, sinee her measurement by the Board of Trade, certain modifications. In fact, 
ae wrote you in my letter of the 16th Oetober, 1000, the space under awning, of 
shelter deck appeared to us far more liable to dues than those of the Dutch steam-ship 
“Van Swoll” and British steam-ship “Paroo,” included in the tonnage by the Board of 
Trade, and which gave rise in 1898 to a correspondence between our Company and the 
Representatives of Her Britannic Majesty. 
T beg, &e. 
Le Chef dia Transit, 
(Signed) TILLIER, 


M. Tillier to Prince d’Arenierg. 

(Translation.) 
M. le Président, Ismailia, January 24, 1901. 

REFERRING to my letter of the 21st December last, I beg to inform you that 
the steam-ship “South America” has just gone through the Canal from the south on 
the 13th eee ok Jy dltad wich ai 

‘The shelter deck space was entirely filled with merchandize (jute). ‘The openi 
ath ware cloeed by manus of shoct-tron'plates Dated’ on. ew ef 

‘The captain had informed us on the outward journey that this space was solely 
intended for the eonveyance of eattle. 

T beg, &e. 


Le Chef du Transit, 
(Signed) = TILLIER. 
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British Suez Canal Directors to Prince d' Arenberg. 


M. le Président, Paris, April 1, 1901. 

REFERRING to previous correspondence on the subject of the steameship 

South America,” we are instructed to represent to you that the space under the shade 
or awning deck of this vessel was not included in the tonnage certifieate issued to her by 
the Board of Trade, because it was considered to be exempt under the understanding 
arrived at between the Board and the Suez Canal Company, viz., that if the openings 
the bulkheads bounding the spaces in question are without coamings and fitted 
with channel bars to the half height, such spaces were eligible for exemption from gross 
tonnage for the purpose of a Suez Canal certificate, so long as eargo was not carried 
therein. 

We inclose a sketch showing that these conditions were falfilled, and, as far as is 
known, the ship passed outwards through the Canal without any infringement of them, 
and should not have been charged tonnage dues on these spaces. On the homeward 
passage it is admitted that merchandize was stored in these spaces, and that she was 
properiy charged the tonnage dues on them. 

Hoping that these explanations may be corroborated by the Chef du ‘Transit, and 
that the dues apparently overcharged on the outward passage will be refunded, we 
have, &e. 

igned) J. STOKES. 
©. W. FREMANTLE. 


Prince d' Arenberg to British Suez Canal Directors. 
(Translation.) 
Dear Sirs, Paris, April 4, 1901, 

1 BEG to acknowledge receipt of the letter you addressed us from Paris under 
date of the Ist instant, with plan attached, on the subject of the charges on the 
“awning deck ” of the steam-ship “South America.’ 

‘am sending on by to-day’s post a copy of that letter to our Chet du Transit in 
requesting him to furnish us with his opinion, which I shall bring under your 
notice as soon as it reaches me. 

Pending the reception of his Roport, I bag leave to call your attention to the 
indications already supplied by the Report under date of the 2ist December, 1900, of 
which a copy was handed you, 

It is apparent, indeed, from the information then given by the Chef du ‘Transit, 
that if his staff have comprised in the tonnage on which dues are charged the space 
under awning deck of that ship, it is because they have been of opinion that the said 
space must have been altered since her measurement by the officers of the Board of 
Trade, since, such as it stood, it was far more liable to dues than those of the Dutch 
steam-ship Van Swoll” and British measured into the tonnage by 
the Board of Trade. 

1 beg, : 
‘The President, 
(Signed) Prince AUGUSTE v'ARENBERG, 


Prince d' Arenberg to British Suez Canal Directors. 

(Translation.) 
Messieurs, Paris, May 21, 1901, 

IN reply to what you were good enough to bring under my notice on the Ist Aprit 
last, and with reference to my letter of the Ath of the same month, T beg to hand you 
herewith copy of a Report, under date of the 6th instant, which we have just received 
from the Chef da Transit respecting the charges on a space under awning deck on the 
steam.ship “ South America, 

1 beg, &e. 


‘The President, 
(Signed) Prince AUGUSTE n'ARENBERG. 


M 





a2 
M. Tillier to Prince d’ Arenberg. 


lent, Innatlin, May 6, 1901. 

I BEG to acknowledge receipt of your letter offthe 4th April last, containing copies 
of a fresh correspondence with Representatives of His Britannic Majesty in our “Conseil 
‘on the question of the taxation of spaces under awning-deck in the British steam-ship 
“ Sout erica.” Es 5 

eRe that correspondence enables us to. perceive that the agent of the 
Board of Trade have looked at the question from another point of view to that under 
which I considered it in my previous reports to you, 

‘The Board of Trade appear to base their argument om the fact that we have 
charged dues on two spaces (in the particular case, the after part of a forecastle and 
the formard part of « poop), which, under the understanding arrived at between them 
and our Company, should have been left out of the tonnage, because their openings 
offer no other means of closing them, but coamings not reaching more than half their 

wight, - 
Me aiee et condicgaties poop or foreeastle, the openings of which, however, 
fer to again presently. 
. wy I stated tate we claim to have charged dues upon an actual "tween-deck 
space extending fore and aft the whole length of the ship. Our assessment of the 
dues would in no wise have differed had there been neither poop nor forecastle (that is 
to say, no bulkhead placing a limit on spaces which the Board of ‘Trade has apparently 
considered as such), since it is the entire space comprised between thr two decks that we 
have added to the tonnage, and not the poop or forecastle, In order to do this, we 
have not been guided alone by the Rules of the tnternational Commission of 
Constaminople, bat likewise by the example given ue by the Board of Trade itself 
in measuring spaces under awning-deck in the Datch steam-ship “Van Swoll” and the 
ship“ Earoo, $ 
sp hs I may add that when the “South America” arrived at Port 
‘Said the poop and forecastle openings were provided not with coamings (*coulisseaus "), 
us shows on the sketch ahibited 40 nq but on the whole beipht, with ‘corer: 


Bisees plereed with hols, on which, om the return journey, sheet-iron plates were 


olted. 

ev We are of opinton thet this matter should be referred once more to the Board of 
‘Trade for examination, with m request to bring special attention to bear upon the 
iaie condered i fis report andl to tnforea Wo whether, ic Cielr eitibution, on actanl 
“tween-deck space such as that on the “South Amerien” should not be measured because 
openings 2 ft. 6 in. high have beon made in the after-wall of the ship, on « length 
of 27 fect, ax shown tn the sketch accompanying my letter of the 16th October 
last. 

we Te would be well alo to call tho attention of the Board of ‘Trade to the alterati 
made after delivery of the Suex Canal certifieates, as shown above, in the mode of closing 
the spaces considered as poop and forecastle. 
T beg, &e. 


Le Chef du ‘Transit, 
(Signed) TILLIER. 


British Sues Canal Directors to Prince d’ Arenberg. 


M, lo Président, Loudon, June 24, 1901. 

IN reply to your letter of the 21st May last on the subject of the taxation of the 
space under the “ avning deck” of the steamer “South America,” we have the honour 
to inform yon that Sir John Stokes has had. more than one interview with the officials of 
the Board of Trade on the subject, and inclosed you will find a Memorandum, the first 
part of which explains why they cannot accept M. Tillier’s view that the whole space 
under the awning deck is a “‘véritable entrepont™ with neither poop nor forecastle. Ie 
‘also shows why the cases of the Dutch ship * Van Swoll ” and the English ship“ Paroo 
do not apply to that of the “South America." ‘The Boant of Trade Memorandam 
replies categorically to the points raised by M. Tillier, as requested by him. 

We regret that owing to various circumstances, which prevented an earlier discussion 
of this matter with the Bourd of ‘Trade, we have not sooner been able to reply t» your 
letter of the 21st May, ax the matter bas a certain urgency, owing to the importance of 
determining the way in which ships of the class of the “South America” ary to be 
treated. 
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We therefore venture to hope that we may receive as early notice of M. Tillier's 
reply as may be possible, the Board of Trade desiring to settle this question of awning 
deck space in full agreement with you if possible. 

The second part of the Memorandum of the Board of Trade deals with the point 
raised in the last parag Tillier’s letter of the 6th May last, and in discussing 
this with the Board of Trade, Sir John Stokes thought it desirable to go over the whole 
question of these closed-in spaces, which have been the subject of so much discussion, 
Indoing so, he reverted to the correspondence of 1899. In your letter of the 2nd October 
in that year, M. le Présideat, you inclosed one from M. Tillier, dated the 4th September, 
in which he made a general proposition that “Lorsque les espaces couverts et clos da 
pont supéricur, tels quis sont définis dans le paragraphe 1 de la note des Principes 
Généraux de 1a Commission de Constantinople, contiendront de Ia marchandise, cea 
espaces seront taxé 

In M. Tillier’s letter of the 2nd December, 1899, he explained how after an 
understanding with Sir Jobn Stokes he was carrying out his view of this xystem, In 
discussing the question afresh with the Board of ‘Trade, Sir John Stokes made use of 
this letter in explaining how the system works. 'The officials thought that M. illier 
stated the points very fairly, asid they have embodied in this Memorandum their under- 
standing of the working of the system. 

It seems to us desirable that M. TTillier should take cognizance of this, and that 
future dealings with this difficult subject should be based on the agreement thus mutually 
arrived at. 

Evidently M. Tillier did not look upon the “South America” as coming under tho 
working of this system, as he considered her awning deck a continuous one, whereas 
the Board of Trade surveyors show that it was not really continuous, and therefore 
covered and closed-in spaces had to be dealt with. 

We have the pleasure in adding that the Board of Trade officials are much impressed 
with the fair and impartial manner in which M. Tillier deals with these questions. 

We have, &c, 
(Signed) J, STOKES, 
©. W. FREMANTLE, 


Memorandum by the Board of Trade. 


Meunurement of the Steamship“ South America” for a Suez Canal Special Tonnage 
Certificate. 


IN dealing with this case, in which the shelter deck space was exempted from Suez 
Cana} tonnage owing to the openings in the poop and bridge bulkheads extending to the 
dock and being fitted with channel bars to only half thoir height, it is undorstond that 
the Suez Canal Company hold that, ax these spaces, viz,, poop and bridge were not 
entirely isolated structures, but were ‘connected by means of the deck overhead, which 
was only broken by an opening in the ceatre capable of being easily closed in, therefore 
the whole of the shelter deck space should be included in the tonnage. 

It should, however, be pointed out that the portion of shelter deck between tho 
poop and bridge bulkheads was permanently open to weather and sea, owing to the open 
balwarks existing there, and that for all practical purposes that space was an exposed. ot 
Feather deck, regariless of the deck or covering which was overhead. ‘That is to say, 
the poop and bridge are isolated structures as fir ns the outside shell plating goes, for 
tho continuity of this plating is broken at the aftor end of the brid; ge, between which and 
the poop there are only the ordinary bulwarks with scappers and freeing ports fitted. 
‘Truc, there is the deck overhead, but as thin is broken in the centre line, leaving « width 
of deck on each side of some 12 or 13 teet, this is treated as for the purposes of a 
gangway. Consequently, the poop and bridge spaees haying openings in the bulkheads 
extending from deck to deck with channel bars for receiving planks only up to balf their 
height are considered spaces which eannot be easily closed in, and are exempted from 
tomuage accordingly. With regard to the enses of the * Van Swoll "and thee Paro 
which were quoted by the Sucz Canal Company as parallel cases to the “South 
Avweriea,” it is clear from the papers in the Board's possession that, although there were 
ppenings in the bulwarks between the bridge and the poop, these openings had a hinged 
Jength of plating fitted for the purpose of securely closing them, thus making the outside 
plating continuous, and closing the space in from weather and sea, Upon this necount, 
the Board's surveyors included the whole of the shelter deck space in the tonnage, 
‘These cases therefore differ in a material point from that of the “South America” 
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‘The General Question of Closed and Covered-in Spaces. 


With regard to the proposal of the Directors.as to the treatment of these spaces, it is 
understood— 

1. That those vessels having arrangements by which deck spaces can be “ easily 
closed in,” as defined by the present agreement, are to have such spaces always included 
in the tonnage. 

Tn the case of those vessels whose arrangements are such as to cause the 
surveyors to exempt their deck spaces from the tonnage, the Suez Canal Company will 
accept the certifiente as handed to them, unless cargo, whieh cannot be described as 
~ deck cargo,” is carried the h case the space actually occupied by the cargo 
will be measured and added to the tonnage for that voyage. 

3. Should a vessel, exempted as above, be presenced for transit under conditions 
differing from those defined in the present agreement, consequent upon alterations made 
since the surveyor granted the certificate but with no cargo in the space, the master will 
be warned by the Suez Canal Company, and notice will be forwarded to the Board of 
‘Trade as to the alteration with the view of the spaces being included in the tonnage on 
the vesee's areal fa tho United. Kingdoms, should the alteretion be persisted in by the 
owners, 


Bonnet to British Sues Canal Directors. 
Translation.) 
essiours, Paris, August 8, 1901. 
REFERRING to the matter you brought under notice on the 24th June last 
respecting the charges on space under ‘awning deck” on the steamship " South 
America,” I beg to hand you herewith copy of a letter under date of the 26th July, 
which the Chef du Transit has sent us. 
We beg, &e. 
Le Secrétaire-Général, 
(Signed) EDGAR BONNET. 


M., Tillier to Prince a Arenberg. 


(Translation.) 
M. le Président 
I HAVE examined with the greatest attention the Memorandum from the Board 


Ismaitia, July 28, 1901. 


of Trade which you were good enough to have sent on to me respecting the tonnage of 
the “ South Awierica.” Tnow clearly perceive that the English 

consider that the openings 27 feet in length and 2 ft. 6 in. in height on either side of 
the walls of the ship may be held to be a trae interruption in the continuity of those 
walls, ‘The spaces on the upper deck being in that case looked upon as spaces on the 
tonnage deck logically come under the rules adopted. ‘The transverse bulkheads in 
those spaces on the “South America being pierced with openings not coming within 
the category of those which the Board of Trade considers as easily closed, they are not 
then to be added to the tonnage, unless in terms of our recent understanding they contain 
merchandize. 

‘As the British Directors themselves remark, we have considered the question from 
a different point of view, and, indeed, it is not surprising that we should have done so. 
For the first time a ship offering the conditions existing on the “South America” 
presented itself before us, and for the first time also we were called upon to examine 
the question of the measuremement of spaces existing on a deck in the walls of which 
were to be found openings on either side of very small length, and not measuring more 
than half the height of those walls, 

In the “South America” those openings have the following dimensions: 
Length, 27 fect; height, 2 ft. 6 in.; on the upper deck an interruption in its 
continuity by « hatchway without any coaming, measuring 24 foet by 16 ft. 6 in, The 
English surveyors have evidently been of opinion that those dimensions were enough to 
prevent the tonnage deck from being sheltered against seas and spray. But there must 
probably be a minimum limit to those dimensions, a limit outside which it would be 
advisable to consider them as so easy to inclose, that the wall of the ship must itself be 
held to be continuous, 

‘The Board of Trade may perhaps be of opinion that, considered from that point of 
‘view, the question requires examination, 
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I may be answered that we have not here suppositions to deal with, but an actual 
and precise fact that of the “South America,” and that it is that precise fact alone which 
T must deal with. 

In truth, at the time the “South America” presented herselt this was 50; but 
since then two other British ships have also presented themselves with somewhat 
different installations, and two German ships, “ Acilia” and “ Alexandria,” have also 
tendered Suez Canal certificates, in which there had not been measured the tonnage of 
undoubted ‘tween deck spaces, measuring inore than 1,200 toms, and having neit 
any interruption of the walls nor any port toles, or, indeed, any openings whatever. We 
pointed out these facts to the Imperial Tonnage Office in Berlin, and have not yet received 
any answer. I am not acquainted, therefore, with the reasons the German surveyors 
will put forward to justify the non-taxation of those spaces,.* 

Bat, as will be seen, the question now offers new aspects, and I believe the British 

will find it of advantage to wait until I submit to them small wooden models 
of British and German ships which I will bring with me to Paris abont the middle of 
Angust, in order to examine whether occasion does not arise for a new analysis of the 
question as concerns the lateral opesings referred to. 


_ beg, &e. 
(Signed) ~ TILLAER, 


P.S.—I may say that, with the exception of the “ South America,” all ships that 
dave presented themselves having installations similar to hers contaiued morehandize in 
the spaces in question. 

0 


{nclosure 3 in No. 49, 


ipies of Letters from Mexers, Lawther, Latta, and Co. to Suez Canal Company. 


Messrs. Lawther, Latta, and Co. to Suez Canal Company. 


Dear Sits, - Billiter Buildings, London, July 1, 1901. 
WE have just been advised by the Board of Trade that the correspondence which 
has passed between them and you relative to the Suez Canal tonnage of our steam-ship 
“South America” has resulted in your stating that because the shelter-dock space 
wns easily capable of so being incloxed as to enable cargo to be carried there clearly 
Within the letter of your Rules made her liable to pay Suez Canal dues on such shelter- 
deck space. Under ordinary circumstanices, the implication to be drawn from such a 
reply would be that long bridges and shelter-deck spaces had not hitherto been regarded 
by the Suez Canal authorities as built purposely to carry eargo in such spaces, as it has 
been as well known to the Suex Canal authorities as it has beerf to ship-owners that, 
under certain conditions, cargo can be carried in such bridge or sbelter-deck space, 
find that all such ships have rivet holes which admit readily of being closed up, 
and so permitting cargo to be carried as safely as in any other part of the ship. We 
merely follow that view in order to ascertain if our conclusions are correct, that the 
“South America” is the first steamer which has paid dues on such space, and to ask if 
You will be good enough to let us know if the letter of the law in this respect, as 
elicately defined in our reply from the Board of Trade, is in future to control such 
tonnage passing through the Suez Canal. We desire this information, as we have 
already five shelter-deck steamers, and are building more, and which, by arrangement 
With the Board of Trade, were constructed, and a certificate given, exempting them from 
Paying Suez Canal dues on such space. In the case of the “South America,” she 
through the Suez Canal precisely in the same condition as when Board of ‘Trade 
wed a certificate exempting her as above mentioned, and from which it is clear to us 
there must be either some disagreement or misunderstanding between you and the 
Board of Trade, and it therefore, for our own protection, behoves us to ascertain from 

‘You authoritatively what the true position really is. 

As a firm of very small standing, yet, we believe, of sufficient importance to com- 
mand the consideration of any reasonable views which we may put forward, and which 
We think are as much in the interests of the Suez Canal Company as they are to ship- 


ersey Tes Dtetion rrr that the German In eter under date 

Beh Atgoxt. 100, Uh ces in question abould have been comprised in the measurement for tencat in 
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owners, we would respectfully ask if you would not reconsider the cirenmstances 
governing these particular steamers. Tn commercial transactions, firms have constantly. 
to alter their fixed Rules to meet modern developments. Now, an impartial view of this 
question will, we believe, show that the Suez Canal authorities could, with advantage to 
themselves, make special Regulations, but in order to consider the question it would be 
necessary to do away with the impression that these steamers are specially constructed 
solely for the purpose of robbing the Suez Canal of its rightful earnings. It is on no 
head reasonable to assume that these steamers are constroeted for auy such purpose 
they are constructed with a view to permitting of their carrying under certain conditions 
extra freight, and when such freight is procurable are clearly liable for dues on the 
space thus used. If shelter-deck steamers have to pay dues on the bridge space when 
they pass through the Canal with such cargoes as coal, then it is self-evident that this 
class of ship must go round the Cape, as the tonnage upon which dues would be so 
chargeable would altogether be in excess of other steamers which would earry the same 
quantity of cargo, and in the case of the “South Ameriea” such extra charge amounts. 
to close on 4001. while earning us nothing, and therefore makes it impossible for a ship 
of this elass to pay, going through the Canal loaded with a dead-weight cargo. 

Another point where we think it equally to the advantage of the Suez Canal Com- 
pany as to owners : this class of steamer can be constructed to earry a greater dead 
Weight on a less draught, and with the increasing size of steamers it seems reasonable 
that boats constructed with a view to permitting them carrying the largest quantity of 
cargo on the greatest druft which the Suez Canal will allow should be encouraged, 
otherwise it means building boats of increasing size and speed and sending them via the 
Cape, and on every line of argument it seems to us that in the ease of the “South 
America” and her type of boat favouring the Suez Canal they are subjected to serious 
disndvantages, and we are being charged as if these steamers had been constructed to 


do the Suez Canal out of their rightful earnings, while, as a matter of fact, we are 
doing nothing of the kind, but, on the contrary, building 4 steamer which, under certain 
conditions, is capable of carrying on the homeward trip a larger quantity of cargo upon 
which we are prepared to pay dues, while, on the outward trip, the Suez Canal Company. 
get as much as if the same number of tons were carried in a steamer that was not of 


the shelter-deck type. If a steamer goes through the Suez Canal in ballast you make 
certain reductions, and on the same principle we should assume that if a specially 
designed steamer went through the Suez Canal with a large part of her in ballast, she 
*hould also reasonably be subjected to some reduction. 

Having a number of these steamers, and having further in contemplation, we are 
very desirous of discussing this matter in a business-like fashion, entirely under the 
impression that it is ax much to your advantage as ours, and that there is no desire on 
our part to put forward views which cannot, in a common-sense manner, be substantiated ; 
at the same time, if dues must be charged on such shelter-deck spaces we must either 
run vit the Cape or go back to the old style of ship, when we will do ourselves 
injury and the Suez Canal Company will not be one farthing better off, from the fact of 
their having stinted a class of ship whieb, under certain conditions, ean be more 
‘emunerative for the owners than at other times. 

Might we suggest, for your consideration, that boats of this type when passing 
Ubrough the Canal should be barged the fall amount on the Board of ‘Trade. tonnage 
‘and one-third on the shelter-deck space ; this, in our opinion, would be fair, inasmuch a8 
we admit a shelter-deck steamer gets a better free-board from Lloyd's and so carries @ 
small quantity more of dead-neight cargo than without the shelter deck, and the sid 
one-third wonld really be paying on that part of the ship which was actually carni 
the owner's freight, aud so be a just and equitable way of satisfying both interests, 
in Seon with the accepted principle that only what earns money is entitied to 

a toll, 

TY "ive spologiag for Wes teespéaniig o8 okt tan, Vat'tho sistter in one of vital 
mportance to us, and if you will let us have a reply at your convenience we shall be 
greatly obliged. 
We are, &e. 
(Signed) LAWTHER, LATTA, axp Co. 
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Dear Sir, Billiter Buildings, Loudon, July 3. 1901. 

WE have to acknowledge reezipt of your esteemed favour Oe Sena 
Mates and note that yon have kindly sent our letter to Paris, and will advise us of the 
reply. 

The Rules, however, which you were good enough to inclose do not in any ay 
apply, inasmuch as the burden of our letter is that there should be special rules governing 
this new type of steamer, as these Rules which you point out were as a result of the 
International Commissi =o which sat at ourented ple in 1873, and therefore could not, 
under any circumstsnees, have considered their applicability to’ boat of the type of 
“‘Bouth America." ‘This now type of steamer les Oaly ooue ator extsionee Voli tro 

and we feel sure that, sooner or later, the Saez Canal authorities, for their 
own protection, will require to alter Rules manifestly antiquated so far as the particular 
ship in question is concerned. 

Again thanking you for your kind aitention, and fully belicving that your principala 

the reasonableness of our contention, we are Sc. 
ligned LAWT! » Ly 
Henry Chovassus, Esq. an core ee 
Compagnie Universslle du Canal Maritime de Suez, 
8, Whittington Avenue, Leadenhall Street, B.C. 


Dear Sir, Billiter Buildings, London, August 13, 1901 

SINCE writing you on the dnd Jaly, we have daily been expecting some araoeledys 
ment of our views from the Directors of the Suez Canal, but regret that we have had ho 
communication of any kind 

We understand that our view of this question is very fully adopted by all: shi 
‘owners who understand the matter at issue, and it has heen suggested that an influential 
body of ship-owners should form a deputation with a view to getting the Board of Trade 
to bring pressure to bear on the Suez Canal authorities through the medium of the 
Foreign Office. | In our opinion, this would be a serious mistake, and prove useless in its 
results, as we believe the question at issue is one which ean alone be decided between 
ship-owners and the Suez Canal authorities direct, and is not one which is likely to be 
advanced by a deputation of the nature of that suggested, nor do we think an applica 
tion of the kind is justified at this juncture. Our idea bas beon 10 endeavour to get the 
Suez Canal authorities to trent with ship-orneis on the basis of an ordinary commercial 
jouse, and to consider the arguments put forwani entirely ot 
Sy te ia om uments p ly on the basis of what must 

According to the present bye-lawa of the Suez Canal, it may be that 
perfectly correct in stating that dues may be charged upon ahelter-deck spaces: fer. the 
simple reason that these Rules are, in their conception, so worded that they practically 
cover every contingency. Against that, however, we would point out that when, thes 
Rales were constituted the shelter-leck steamer was not contemplated, and that their 
application in their entirety to shelter-deck steamers is strotehing them further than 
seems just. It has been hinted that there are lange Stenin-ship Companies who have 
representatives on the Suex Canal Board that believe they would be injured were « 
concession to be made to the owners of shelterdeck steamers ; but we cannot give any 
credence to that statement, or, in any case, eannot believe ‘that it would lave any 
infience in proventing the Directors from conforming to modera methods, and arranging 
charges on a fair and equitable basis and in accordance with the natural trend of moderns 
improvements, We do not believe the suggestion that there are any Steam-shi 
Companies in existence which would really suffer were the concession which we claim 
from the Snez Canal Company granted, but think the very contrary would be the fact, 
In our opinion, this class of shelter-déck steamer has, to a large extent, been created 
with a view torearrying measurement cargoes more economically from, say, Australia by 
way of the Cape, and in that connection the White Star Line have built’ six leviathny, 
steamers on the shelterdeck principle, and which ean afford to carry cargo from 
Australia at rates which would mean ruin to the largest steamer which the Suer Canal 
could permit to pass through. That assertion being undoubted, the tendency is to 
reduce rates, and those smaller steamers which eannot afford to go roand the Cape are 
compelled to come through the Canal, if they come at all, which however, ft seens ta 
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us they will not in time be able to do, as the large steamers going by way of the Cape 
will so reduce rates as to make it impossible for these smaller steamers to pay Suez 
Canal dues, 

Tt is a common practice on the part of ship-owners to lodge complaints and make 
threats about this, that, or the other, when obviously no such threat on their part can be 
fulfilled, The ease at issue, however, is an exception to that rule, as a pencil and paper, 
with the use of a very few figures, will clearly prove to any impartial judge that, if the 
Canal authorities persist on charging dues on shelter-deck spaces wien these do not 
contain cargo, steamers in the Australian trade cannot possibly live in competition with 
boats going round the Cape. This fact is unanswerable, and it is upon the basis alone 
of that unanswerable argument whereby we think it must be clearly evident to the Suez 
Canal Company that they will lose a very large amount of trade if they do not permit 
these owners, who are friendly to them and who desire to come through the Suez Canal, 
to be taxed on such a basis as will permit them to compete with tlluse other owners who 
ignore the Canal; and it seems to us that if our argument fails to-day it must always 

‘as now things have got to that point where large steamers are becoming the rule of 

‘and when the mnin iden is to eseape the Suez Canal dues, and that idea must 
be accentuated if, on the face of it, the Suez Canal authorities refuse what can only be 
described as the’ most reasonable of reasonable claims. Under any conditions, we 
repeat that it is in accordance with modern methods that only that space which earns 
money to the owner of the article should pay a toll, and is the principle’ upou which 
taxation and every other legitimate charge is founged, and, we believe, was the principle 
‘on which the Constantinople Rules of the Suez Canal were based. 

‘As we have now seven of these shelter-deck steamers, and are building more, with a 
view to their draft being suited to passing through the Canal, we shall be glad if you 
will let us have, in any case, a Yes" or “No” to our request, as should the answer be 
“No,” we shall unquestionably be compelled to build an entirely different class of 
steamer, which will enable us, by the use of a little extra speed and a little extra 
‘capacity, to travel as economically by the Cape as by the Canal, although yoa will clearly 


notice from the urgency of our appeal that it would suit us indefinitely beiter if we could 
continue to pass through the Canal provided the charges were based 80 as to enable us to 


te fair those who ignore the Canal entirely. 
<omPApologiog for again troubling you at this length, and anxiously soliciting your 


wedinte reply, we are, &c, 
Seen (Signed) LAWTHER, LATTA, axp Co, 
Henry Chevassus, Esq., 

ie Universelle du Canal Maritime de Sues, 
3, Whittington Avenue, Leadenhall Street, B.C. 


Dear Sir, Billiter Buildings, London, September 30, 1901. 
WE very much regret we are still without any definite reply from your Board in 
regard to ouf various letters on the subject of shelter-deck steamers. We have had 
stonmer partly on the stocks for the Inst six weeks, making no headway, and it is 
particularly disappointing for us to be kept in this state of suspense, as, should we not be 
ble to come to some reasonable arrangement with you, it is necessary for us to diseard 
these sheiter-decks, of, in any case, materially modify what would otherwise have been 
our intention, , i 
We have now had very sound opinion upon the rights of the action of your officials 
at Port Said in charging ducs on shelter-deck space of above steamer, when she passed 
through the Canal on the first voyage, and are assared that at law we could unquestionably 
recover. 
‘The Captain also advises us that on his coming through the Canal from Java the 
steamer was again very closely inspected by different officials, and from what he could 
wather they wore unable to justify their action as regards the outward trip in face of 
their own Rules, and he intimated that he thought we would be hearing further, with 
‘bly u return of the dues which we allege have been wrongly charged. When steamer 
Tere Sunderland we got a certifieate from the Board of ‘Trade exempting her from Canal 
dues on shelterdeek space, and we cannot but think that the law would insist on binding 
the Suez Canal authorities to what the Board of ‘Trade have agreed, inasmuch as the 
Board of Trade under the circumstances stated were to all intents and purposes the Canal 
jied agents in the matter, The steamer, when she passed through the 
Canal, ‘a respects the same as when the Board of ‘Trade—on behalf of the Suez 
Canal’ authorities—gave us a certificate exempting her from such dues. With that 


cate we calculated out our voyage, and eanuot conceive how it could be established 
‘on the part of the Suez Canal authorities to so induce us to go through the 
Canal and then repudiate the right of the Board of Trade to have granted any such 
exeniption 
As the case is very urgent from our point of view this must be our exeuse for again 
troubling you, and can only repeat that the whole facts of the matter seem to us s0 plain 
that we have the fullest confidence that you will be able to grant our request and institute 
Regulations which will tend to induce an inerense in Suez Canal tonnage, aud while 
greatly benefiting the Canal also slightly assist owners. 
We are, &e. 
(Signed) LAWTHER, LATTA, axv Co. 
Henry Chovassus, Esq, 
Compagnie Universelle du Canal Maritime de Suex, 
8, Whittington Avenue, Leadenhall Street, B.C. 


Inclosure 4 in No, 49. 


Note on the Measurement of Bridge, Poop, and Furecastle Spaces by M, Tillier, Chef 
du Transit, 
(Translation. 

THLE Constantinople Commission has prescribed in the Rules for the measurement 
of tonnage: 

1. That deck cargoes are not comprised in the tonnage. 

2 That the gross tonnage or total enpacity of the ship shall comprise all_pere 
manently covered and elosed-in ypaces on that deck, Any one or more opening, either 
in the deck or coverings, or a break in the dock, or absonce of a portion of 
the partition, do not prevent such spaces being comprised in the gross tonnage, if they 
ean be easily closed in after measurement, anc thus better fitted for the transport of 
goods and passengers, 

When a ship with poop, bridge, and foreeastle requests measurement hy the Board 
of Trade, who have charge in the United Kingdom of measurement under the Rules of 
the Constantinople Commission, the Board have to form an opinion as to whether the 
spaces ean be ensily closed bofire knowing whether they should he added to the gross 
tonnage. Tn case, for instance, no transverse wall exists in the poop, bridge, or fore- 
castle, the apace should be considered as extromely difficult, if not entirely impossible 
to close. ‘The Constantinople Commission having given no definition of the words 
“easily closed,” the Board of ‘Trade must of necessity have adoptod somo rule enabling 
their sarveyors to deal with all ships according to sonic uniform method of measurement 
as regards poops, bridges, and forecastles. 

we Board of Trade have admitted that if transverse walls limiting thoxe spaces are 
protided with doors baring coamings or cros pieces, enabling the opening to be easly 
locked by means of heams or plrtes of shoot-iron, the said spaces should be considered 
as capable of being easily closed, and should be added to the gross tonnage, No 
dimensions have been specified as to the width of those doors or openings, If, on the 
contrary, the openings of the doors, or openings in the transvorse walls of the poops, 
bridges, or forecastles, are not provided with special arrangements, the Board of ‘Trade 
considers them as not capable of being easily closed, and docs not include them 
in the tonnage ; if, after admeasurement, ship-owners put any merebandize in thove 
spaces, such merchandize is looked upan as deck load, as being as it were incapable of 
protection against seas breaking aver the deck and swceping across it or nlong it fore and 
ait, in consequence of rolling or pitching of the xbip, 

When a ship in the messurement of which the Board of ‘Trade has applied the 
rule thus explained arrives at the Canal, the spaces referred to are in one of three con- 
ditions: cither the openings in the transverse walls are open, of they are closed, or again 
there exists in the interior of the poops, bridges, or forecasties, at some point or 
another, transverse walls constituting an inclosed space. 

An the first ease, the Company admits the interpretation put upon the Rules by the 
Board of Trade, and agrees to the tonnage shown ou the Suer Caval certificate. In the 
other two cases, that is to say, when the openings in the transverse walls are closed, or 
then there exists walls in the interior of the pop, bridge, or forecastle, imiting. certain 
spaces, the Company consider that proof is established that the spaces are casily closed. 
‘The Company is therefore bound, in virtue of the Rules of the Commission of Constanti- 
nople, to ae them to the tonuage, and consequently to measure them and charge dues 

oO 





hereon. We must add that™we have demonstrated to the Board of Trade, by means of 
tonal model, gba iis pomble to clove. ealy Portions of poors bridges, or foreeutles 
although apparently unprovided with any special arrangement. |Sneli modes of closing 
are indeed Tess porfct than the uso of cross pies (“enulssenux”) or coamings, but they 
allow, nevertheless, of suficient protection of the merekandize therein containel again 
he sea (notably b use of india-rabber plates). f 
tha ter ctr bool givearoe Gla doe Vand) er dlliatly oP ariving t=: procioa 
definition of the words easily closed, aud, on the other hand, the fuct—a tolerably frequent 
one (“assez fréquent")—that modifications in the details of the arrangements of the 
openings and doors are brought about after delivery of the Suez Canal certificate, it has 
been arranged with the Board of Trade y would consider the spaces in 
quostion as being capable of heing easily i consequently would eharge dues on 
them whenever they were actually closed on the ship's arcval at Port Said, “Wheu, on 
& subscyuent pasaze throngh the Canal, the spaces cease to be eos, the Company 
vers will not add them to the tonnage, : ; 
= as a pean Hebert a kiinoriciaal rule has to be carried out in Teastice, some 
Aiticulty hs oceasionally arisen. While adopting the principle that, what dacs are 
charged on is a closed space, the Service du ‘Transit have had before them cases 
ere some hesitation might occur, in this sense that, chiefly as regards the interior 
‘of poops, aastles, the walls defining the space are sometimes formes of 
boards somewhat loosely held together, and even, ax in the case of coal, mete tarpauling 
opt in place by ropes. In wuch a case the Serv sit has hold that it wns acting 
in the spirit of what had been mderstod with the Board of Trade i considering thoxe 
intorior spaces in poops, bridges, and forecastles, ax closed paces, and they have charge 
see eal toses Lees akin bere ylained Gakiwlieees ies Uris’ te Team 
havo constantly found oceasion to add to the tonnage of poop, bridge, and forceastle 
symecs which nd been closed after the delivery of the Suex Canal cersiontes 
they have nover freed those spaces from dues when the Board of ‘Trade had comprised 
Free ils ans teeanttak elibongla ii b6 ésmarandem from lh Boerd ‘Trade 
roforenco in made to a measurement of the spaces actually occupied hy the cargo, it 
in not the pre rebandize, but the fact of being closed, that bax governed the 
Service di Thaonit in charging dies upon poops bridges, and frecates, or « portion 
ol spaces, not already inscribed in the Suex Canal cortiticate. 
art snitoass moreover hat in the: lange. majority ef caane the spaces, aro cloved 
solely because they contain merchandize. a8 cg te 
ned) 
Paris, October 9, 1901. 


Inclosure 5 in No. 49. 
Notes on Meaurement of so-called * Shelteraleck” Spaces by At. Tillier, Chef du Transit. 


(‘Translation 
© ‘NIE Service du ‘Transit has had under consideration, on various oceasions, the 
question of ships with awning decks, or ships, if one may so’ express it, having wooden 
awnings. But when the “South America” presented herself the question of a shelter 
deck connecting to the walls of the ships by actual walls of its own, except on a very 
mall space, occurred for the first tin y 
% sen having poop, bridge, and forecastle, the arrangement of deck spaces is 
shown in the sketch as under 
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In the South America " and i ships the coustruction ix uniform exte 
from end to end, as shown in this seeond sketch— 


SHELTER DECK. 


ie Service du Transit was greatly embarrassed on finding that the Board of 
‘Trade bad considered the whole of the shelter-deck space as non-measurable. Save on 
an inconsiderable length at A B the wall was continuous, and the upper deck extended 
from ater to stern, 

It appeared to the Service du ‘Transit that there was cause Lo consider the whole 
of the shelter-deck space as constituting 4 true a'tween deck space (" entrepont”), and 
that space was measured and added to the tonnage of the Suez Canal certifente, The 
Service du ‘Transit did not conceal from themselves that there might be a doubt as 
regards the space at AB where the walls havo an interruption ona portion of their 
Leight, but as that interruption might, strictly speaking, bo considered as n very lange 
port-hole capable of being easily closed, jt appeared proforable to look upon the entire 
space as constituting a'tweon deck space (‘“entrepont"). The question, moreover, being 
fone that had to go before the tration Centealo in Paris, tho decision’ taken 
in Egypt was a provisional one and subject to revisi 

According to information received the Board of Tmde, in order to exempt those 
spaces, has adopted the following theory :— 

‘The whole of the portion forward of B is a huge forocastle, the whole of the 
portion aft of A is a poop, and this poop not being provided with the means of 
closing the openings that have been made in it, or in the cross walls either in itor. in 
the forecastle, those spaces shall only pay daes when they aro closed—in other words, the 
Board of Trade applies to sheltersdeok ships the understanding arrived at in the cave of 
poop, forecastle, and bridge ships, 

We are of opinion that this mode of reasoning ls totally inaccurate, and that what 
has boon adinitted in the ease of superstructures on the upper deck in'no way applies 
to the case of shelter decks. 

The question, in fact, is no longer one of permanent covored and closed structures 
on the uppor deck j it isa question of a ‘tween deck {"entrepont”) comprised betweee 
the tonnage deck and another deck ranging from end to end, There is, indeed, on a 
very short lengt feot in the caso of the “South America") an interruption 
meastr . in height of the wall; but if it ix possible to maintain that the 
portion of the deck abtwart of that interr  oponing ie exposed to tho sea, it is 
also possible to maintain that that opening is capable of being casily cloned (as, indeed, 
has been demonstrated on ships similar to the * South America” The existence of 
the port-hole referred. to, notwithstanding its dimensions, does not prevent the apace 
itself from being au“ entrepont,” having therefore to pay dues, 

Jt will sullico, in order to hocome convinced of the correciness of our viow, (o read 
the note in the “ Principes Généraux” of the Commission of Constantinople, on whieh 
it i» impossible to put an interpretation preseribing wt a steucture in to wis 
differing from an ordinary ‘tween deck (“ontrepont™) shall not be measured into the 
tonnage. 

Tt will be possible to maintain, no doubt, that the batchway, or opening, on the 
dock. is not provided with coamings; but the closiag of Horizontal hatchwayx 

variably comes within the eategory of “easy closing” forescen by the Coustantinaple 
Commission. 

The foregoing: arguments apply to the “South America” and similar ships, 
Ship-owners may, indeed, in the future adopt other arrangements than those carried 
‘out ou that ship, and it is also possible, therefore, that the arguments in this statement 
may not apply exactly to the new arrangements. 

In submitting them to cxamination, we shall keep in view the spirit of the Con 
stantinople Commission, and shall have to ascertrin whether they should. be considered 
as closed and covered spaces that should be added to the tonnage, or as spaces. pore 
maneatly exposed to wind and weather, and consequently not liable to du 

But, as regards the ships under discussion (“South America" and similar sips), 





the Service du Transit is of opinion that it ought to be explamed to the Board of 
‘rade that the spaces they have left out of the measurement are ‘tween deck spaces 
(entreponts "), and should be measured. 
Le Chef du Service duTransit, 
(signed) PILLIER, 


Inolosure 6 in No. 49, 


Resolution adopted by the Lonelon Committee of the Suex Canal Council ina Special 
Meeting on the \Sth October, for communication to the Council, 


WHEN the Suez Canal was opened in 1869, and for nearly three years after that 
date, the dues were based on the net rogister tonnage, according to British measure- 
ment, ‘This rule was then suddenly changed by the Canal Company from tho net to the 
gross tonnage, which implied, roughly speaking, an additional charge of 40 1 
cent. beyond what had been previously paid. 

2. Inasmuch as a large fleet of ships had been built for the Canal trade on the 
strength of the original tariff, this arbitrary change was regarded as a breach of faith by 
ship-owners, and was vigorously contested. But as the Suex Canal Company was then i 
a financial situation of considerable difficulty, and as purely cargo steamers carried 
freight greatly in excess of their net tonnage, a compromise highly fevourable to the 
interest of the Company was arranged hy an International Commission, which sat at 
Constantinople, whereby, what is generally known ax the Danubian rule of measurement, 
was sinctioned, which added greatly to the tonnage in coniparison with measurement 
under the English register, At the samo time, the Company were permitted to levy a 
surtax of 3 fr, per ton in wildition to the 10 fr." authorized by their conceusion, it being 


understood that such surtax would diminish automatically with the increasing volume of 
the Company's receipts, Subsequent modifications in the tariff were provided for, by 


arrangement between the Canal Company and the leading English lines, and have been 
faithfully acted upon during the last seventeen years, 

3. Buch is n brief summary of the facts relating to the tariff now in force, which has 
been held to operate with perfect fairness, until the present question arose as to the 
measurement of certain climes of steamers. These sbipe come under two didereot 
categories »— 

(1) Steamers which have what are called shelter decks, running completely fore 
and ait, throughout their entire length, 

(2) Stoamers which have bridges, poops, and forecastles, 

4. To understand the question now in dispute, it is necessary to have regard, in the 
first place, to the principle Inid down by the International Commission ax to measure- 
ment, Secondly, to the instructions to the Board of ‘Trade to their aurveyors with 
respect to deck spaces. 

5. With regard to the Constantinople Rules, and the notes explanatory of their 
meaning, contained in the * Réglement de Navigation,” it is only necessary to quote the 
fuet, ax stated in the following words, that these Rules require “the measurement of all 

res below the upper deck, as well as all permanently covered and closed-in spaces om 
that deck,” and this instruction is further supplemented by a note to the effect “ that 
any openings in thes deck spaces will not prevent such space being included in the 
measurement, provided they can be easily closed in after measurement, and thus be 
fitted for the transport of goods or passengers.” And again, the same note says 
“apaces under awning decks. . .. . which are permanently exposed to the weather 
and the sea shall not be comprised in the tonnage, although they may shelter the crew, 
the deck passengers, or even merchandize known as deck loads." In the Board of 

instructions fo surveyor, dated Norember 1897 it is stated tat poops, ridges 
or any other permanent erection with one or more openings in the side or ends 
not fidted with doors or other permanent attached means of closing them shall not be 
measured and included in the tonnage.” But I apprehend it must be noted that this 
instruction has roference to the British register tonnage rather than to the Canal tonnage. 

6. It would seem tolerably clear therefore from the above quotation that admeasure- 
ment under the Constantinople Rules should only be exeluded when the spaces im 
question are permanently open spaces, merely intended as shelter for the passengers oF 


se 


crew, or for the conveyance of deck cargo, such as might be exposed to wind and 
Weather. It may be pointed out in passing that deck cargo in the ordinery sense 
of that term seldom or never forms any part of ships loading in the Suez Canal trade. 
Such spaces might sometimes perhaps be used, in their exposed state, for the horses oF 
cattle in a Government Transport service, But it seems clear that if'any of these deck 
ene Pease oe ne Seis and weather, so as to be a shelter deck and 
ing more, it may be included in the measurement fo: i hi 
clear meaning the Ocnsiattionge here shies ee 
‘The ingenuity of ship-owners on the one hand and the ambiguonsness of the two 
words “easily closed” which appear in the Canal Réglement have, however, given rise 
creas divergence of opinion as to the proper construction of the rule as to 
8. This difficulty of interpretation seoms to havo led to a compromise betweet 
Board of Trade and the Canal Company (of which, strange to cayitin Catton Coats 
had never been informed), whoreby in the caso of ‘certain ships these deck spnees have 
been exempted from admensurement when they had no cargo in the 
measurement when they contained eargo, bat probably only to the extent of the tormage 
of the cargo thus loaded. It seems enough to tay on this point that neither the Con- 
stantivople Rules, nor the Company's interpretation of them, affords any valid ground 
for this form of compromise; but the graver question seems to be whether such a mode 
of dealing with certain classes of ships does not create an injustice towards other ships t 
Ordinary ships, not having these peculiarly deck erections, are charzod on their 
tonnage, out and home, whether they are full or empty, and it ix a notorious {act tha 
the Indian trade more particularly, very few steamers are completely loaded on thet 
outward voyages. It seems clear, therefore, that if a certain class of ship escapes 
outward dues on a considerable tonnage, and only pays homeward dues on the cargo 
actually carried in the previously exempted apace, this class of ship must benefit at the 
expense of justice to the ordinary ship, which is built in what may be termed a more 
straightforward way, vi 
9, The words * easily closed” are of course at the root of tho prevent dispute, 
the eae of the ‘South Americs,” the Board of "ade surveyors teemed to bare herd 
that her awning-deek space was not easily closed, although it’ must have been tolerably 
clear that it was not constructed with a viow to shelter passengers or crew, of to carry 
deck cargo. Ax a matter of fret, the space in question was easily closed and cargo 
was carried in it, prosumably with entire safety on the homeward voynge, that is to say 
cargo which was in no sense deck enrgo. It must appear, therefore, that the Board ot 
‘Tendo surveyor was not justified under the Constantinople Rules in exempting this 
sbalia- deck space from Measurement for Canal duce, and the action of the Company's 
ransit staff in rectifying the Board of Trade meas nent would, | conte have to he 
upheld by the Handon Commitee Sey ee er eee 
10, As stated at the outsct of thix Minute, the sheltor-deck vessel is only ons of 
two classes of ships, as to which there is a doubt as to the right course of aero 
The poop, bed ehoate and forecastle ships are, the second and wore diffcult class to 
jeal with, in view of © compromise betw of 1 ve 
eae P een the Board of ‘Trade and the Company 
11. Under the compromise in question, it has been shown that this class of ship 
would have a considerable advantage over the ordinary class of vesscls, and in a market 
degree over such ships as the “South America,” if the latter pays dues on het shelter. 
deck tonnage both out and home. If this compromise is to stand good, then the 
owners of ships of the “ South America” class would be well advised, #0 far as the Suer 
Canal trade is concerned, to cut holes in the shelter deck fore and aft of the brides 
honse, and thus bring their ships under the privileged denomination which would entitle 
em to the benef the compromise in question. That compromise would therefore 
seem fo anomaly and injustic ol i fi 
feim to lead to anomaly and injustice, except, of course, to those ships for whose beni 
12. It does not follow, howe 
not receive the formal sanction 


* , te e 
Constantinople Rules might thus give rise it is dificult to imugize ! Tha east bane 


‘of the existing customers of the Canal would consider themselves proadicch yo, 
compromise of the kind referred to seems most evident, =: ee by , 
[2es0] re 
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12. On the other hand, it is unquestionably open to the Company to contend that 
all spaces which are intended for the conveyance of homeward cargo should be 
measured in the same way as under deck tonnage, and that the only exception to this 
rule should be spaces ichich are clearly definable as shelter for passengers or creve, or for 
carrying deck cargo and permanently open to wind and weather. Se 

14, Tdo not attempt to foresee what will be the result of the Company's decision 
as to either of these alternatives, but it seems all-important that the application of the 
Constantinople Rule should be made thoroughly intelligible, that all classes of ships 
should be placed as nearly #8 possible on the same footing, so that onc class of ship- 
owners may not be favoured more than another by the system of levying cbarges which 
obtains in the Canal. . 

the plan submitted by the City Line of the design of ship for whieh that Company 
desires to secure exemption from outward dues and to pay merely on the homeward 

eight carried forms a highly interesting demonstration of the length to which 
compromise may lead, and in course of time the plan in question would be followed 
unquestionably hy still more ingenious efforts in the same direction, 


Inclosure 7 in No. 49. 


Prince d' Arenberg to Sir J. Stokes, 
(Translation.) 
My dear Genoral, Paris, November 15, 1901, 

THAVE ag moeting, examined the important question of the measure- 
ment of deck spaces, and this examination has suggested to me certain observations 
and remarks that [am anxious, by your obliging help, to bring to the knowledge of the 
Board of Trade, 

In order to avoid very considerable difficulties in the measurement of these xpaces 
arising from tho interpretation of the words “ facile a clore "easily closed in—uved by 
the Constantinople Commission in the note following the “ G lex" laid down 
for the tonnage measurement, we have adopted in 1809 the Board of ‘Trade's way of 
reading it, which directed its surveyors to comprise the deck spaces in the tonnage, only 
when the’ openings in the transvorse partitions of the poops, bridges, and forecastles 
wore provided with special fittings to enable them to be closed, Morcaver, ax cortain 
vessels arrived in the Canal with deck spaces which, though not included in tho tonnage 
of the Suez Canal certificate, seemed to admit of being closed, and even, in some cases, 
were effectunlly closed, it had been admitted, in order to avoid discussions with ship- 
owners, that these spaces should be added to the tonnage when they contained cargo— 
that is'to say, when it wns proved by the fact of theft being closed in that they were 
“easily closed in "—the presenee of goods necessarily implying in practice that they 
were closed in. ‘This way of treating them, very liberal towards the ship-owners, has given 
rise to abuses, and the interests of the’ Company would be comprised if we were to 
maintain our arrangement with the Board of ‘Trade on the footing which I have just 
described, 

You have bad before yon the plan of a ship recently built, the “ City of Athens,” 
and you could see that the poop, bridge, and forecastle spaces of this vessel measure 
62,920 cubic feet—equivalent to 1,200 tons of tea or other goods taken at 50 cubic feet 
per ton—and 629 tons for the levying of the Canal dues. 

It appears to me desirable to transmit to the Boatd of Trade, by way of informs- 
tion, a copy of the plan of this vessel furnished by its owners—on which all the poop, 
bridge, and forecastle spaces are clearly indicated as cargo spaces, and in uo wise 
destined to shelter passengers, erew, or deck cargo exposed to the inclemency of the 
sea, Deck cargoes, moreover, are very rarely found in the Suez Caual trade. 

By virtue of the rule adopted by the Board of Trade these spaces have not bees 
lacinded in the tonnage of the Suez Canal cerlicate, and by the operation of the 
‘agreement with the of ‘Trade they would only be added to it by our transit 
service if they contained cargo or were effectually closed. Now, there is no doubt that 
these spaces are normally constructed for the conveyance of ordinary cargo, and that 
they represent an increase of the utilizable capacity of the ship. It may also be take 
for certain that ship-owners will tend more and more in the future to adopt a similar 
type of and to give to the poop, bridge, and forecastle spaces am 


importance more and more considerable. ‘That these spaces are easily closed in you 
have had the proof in examining the smail models of ships which I have had prepared, 
But there is a more evident demonstration of it, one of a more general character. | It is 
farnishel by the fact that in the course of one year of 509 passages through the 
Canal by vessels which arrived in the Canal with poops, bridges, aud forecastles not 
measured by the Board of Trade, our transit service found in 349 instances the presence 
of merehandize protected by being closed in, that is, not in any way coming under the 
head of deck cargo. It seems to me that one can with certainty deduce from this 
fact that the Rules applied by the Board of Trade for the measurement of these spaces 
have a too restrictive bearing. You will also without doubt recognize that the arrange- 
ment on which we founded our mode of procedure has had a result very open to 
criticism, as it has Jed to our not levyving dues on spaces when they are empty and 
open, which on a previous voyage had beew filled and closed in, and which consequently 
had been proved to be easily * closed in.” 

I recall, with respect to this, that the Constantinople Rules declare expressly that 
from the moment a space has been used for cargo it is to continue ever afterwards to be 
ineladed in the certificate of tonnage. 

‘The experience gained since putting in foree this arrangement obliges us to 
recognize that we are no longer acting in conformity with the Constantinople 
Commission's Rules, which are, as you know, the sole law for the establishment of the 
Suez Canal certificates, 

I will add another argument of erucial value which our colleagues of the London 
Committee have pressed upon me, In not levying dues on the bridge, poop, or fore- 
castle spaces when they are empty, we establish a preferential treatment for ship-owners 
of vessels provided with these arrangements to the detriment of ship-owners who, not 
having provided their ships with these spaces, act, 60 to speak, more loyally towards the 
Company. Moreover, I will remind you on this subject, that jt is a well-known fact 
that the vessels of Lines trading regularly through the Canal, more especially. those 
whieh trde with India, have only rarely a fall cargo going out, and that, nevertheless, 
they pay ou their whole net tonnage, whether they are full or half empty. 

ow, as you must assuredly amit, my dear’ General, our first duty —one in which 
we have never failed—is to treat all of our clients equally, and it would be entirely 
impowsible for us to amit a rule which, in its application, would produce a different 
result, 

In these conditions, and after having examined the question in all its 
will ask you to'be #0 good ax to communicate to the Boatl of Trade the menatiig 
remarks, informing them that our Company ix formally of opinion that every bridge 
poop, forecastle or shelter-deck space intended to contain merchandize other than deck 
argo should be measured and included in the tonnage. 

‘ou know the value that our Company attaches to being in complete agreement 
the Board of Trade. 1 hope, therefore, very Sincerely that you roay succeed in eabiae 
em _understan our manner of regarding the ma ir it 
a eae ae garding iter is alone in conformity 
Accept, &e, 
(Signed) Yrinee AUGUSTE p'ARENBERG, 


Vessele with Constructions above the Tonnage Deck, which have come under the Arrangement 
of 1899 (Poops, Bridges, Forecastles), which hi sed through 
Faly 1, 1900, to June 30, 1901, ) Se Tee roe 


DURING this period 211 vessels have passed through the Canal having bri 
oop, and forecastle spaces coming under the 1899 ‘Arrangement; 83 belong te 20 ay 


coe ‘regular its of the i* the other 158 belong to occasional clients of 


© Toes tw 


shipowners are the following (given in the ander of the amount of trand! 
0. (ined (sce 





The following Table gives in detail the passages through the Canal and the treat= 
ment the vessels received -— 





Going out. | Coming Home 


‘Total umber of passages through in the year... 268 


Number of passages throagh for wiih the Company's 
‘officers hall to adsl supplementary tonnage of bo wi 
Dridges, or foreeastlos vy we we 
Toor, 
‘Tormage of poops, bridges, nnd furceastle synecs effectively 32,400 
Total tonnage of poops, bridges, and forvoastles ‘hich 
‘would have heeu added withoot the arrangement ..| 48,740 0,490 
Differvace between the two above totals, which represents 
the benefit decived from the arrangement by the wsscls 
fnquetion ee ewe we we 1808. 30,400 


No. 50. 
British Sues Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansilowne.*—(Received December 6.) 


(No. 24. Commercial.) 
My Lord, Spring House, Ewell, Surrey, December 5, 1901. 

IN continuation of our despatch No, 23, Commercial, of the 16th November, we 
have the honour to transmit to your Lordship copies and translations of further eorre- 
spondence between Bir Jobn Stokes and the Prealdent of the Sees, Conal Company on 
the question of the treatment of the “covered and closed-in" spaces, which has given 
rise to no much dithiculty. 

‘Tho question was also diycussed with Prince d'Arenberg in our recent visit to Paris: 
on tho 2nd instant, 

In order to hasten the decision of this subject, whieh is much called for, Sir John 
Stokes and Sir Charles Fremantle have been in direct communication with the Board 
of ‘Trade, in order that when your Lordship refers the matter to that Office, all points 
of doubt’ may have been removed and an understanding with the Suez Canal 
Company established which will enable the Board of Trade to give a decision which 
will not be contested. 

We hare, &. 
signed) J, STOKES. 
©. W. FREMANTE 


Tnelosure 1 in No, 50, 
Sir J. Stokes to Prince d’ Arenberg. 


United Service Club, Pall Mell, London, 
My dear Princo, on oon an 

T HAVE duly received your letters of the 15th instant, and we have put the 
question of the ‘closed-in” spaces again officially before His Majesty’s Government. 

I have also had an interview with the officials of the Board of ‘Trade with Sir 
Charles Fremantle in anticipation of their formal examination of the points put 
before them. There are two points on which they wish to be enlightened before 
arriving at their conclusions 

1. It is not quite clear from the last paragraph but one of your letter whether you 
hold that theee acu thoald. be included in the tonnage, and added to ‘he tonnes 
deck when the special Suex Certificate is given; or whether you request that the tonnage 
‘of the spaces shall be stated on the certificate, but not added to the tonnage on whieh 
dues sre paid until the merchandize is found in the spaces. When I bad the pleasure 


* Copy to Board of Trade, December 10, 1901. 
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of discussing this with you on the Sth instant, I understood you to mean the second 
alternative, which, I think, is the most logical, as the fact of merehandize being in these 
spaces is to be accepted as the proof that that ean be easily closed in and, therefore, 
under the Constantinople Itules, sqould pay dues. 
The above applies to the poops, bridges, and forecastles, not to the shelter-deek 
space, which you never intended to inclade in the 1899 Arrangement; but the Board of 
‘ade desire to know whether you propose to include the whole of the space under the 
shelter-deck when, as in t here is a considerable break in the 
continuity of the deck and of the bulwarks, aud a large section under the deck is thus 
exposed fo the wash of the sea, 

Jusion of the space under the shelter-deck would be less 
objectionable to the Board of Trade if the Company so far gave way upon that point 
and would consent to such parts of the space as are really exposed to the wash of the 
sea, being excluded from the tonnage. 

illier, in your presence, requested ine to ascertain from the Board of Trade 

measuring the contents of bridge spnecs, the Surveyors take account of 

engine hatches, 75 per cent, of which is included for ooal space, and deducted from gross 
tonnaze, when coal bunkers are not measared. 

The Surveyors do not take account of the engine hatches as the space is deducted 
from the gross tonnage under the tonnage deck, Consequently, the whole space under 
the bridge is measured fur the tonnage of that space, 

Believe me, &e. 
(Signed) J, STOKES. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 50, . 


Prince d' Arenberg to Sir J. Stokes. 
Translation.) 
My dear General, Paris, November 28, 1901. 

BY your letter of the 20th instant you inform me thut you have again brought 
officially before the Board of Trade the question of deck-spaces, and that this Depart- 
ment Wished to receive from us some further information defining very clearly what our 
Company desires, 

1, Concerning the poops, bridges, and forecastles which were the subject of the 
Arrangement of 1899. 

2. Concerning the spaces below shelter-decks which it was never intended to bring 
under that Arrangement. 

T hope that the following explanations will make the views of our Company entirely 
clear to you, and to the officials of the Board of Trade 

1, Poops, Bridges, and Forecustles—By reason of the practical impossibility, well 

ygnlzed now by the official Surveyors and by our Transit serviee, of defining’ with 
certainty the material conditions which a poop, » bridge, or a foreeastle wust fulfl in 
order to be not easily closed, we are of opinion that it is no longer possible to decide if 
these deck constructions are to be or are not to be included in the tonnage, taking one’s 
stand only on the words so often repeated, of the note, of the first paragraph of the 
general principles laid down by the Constantinople Commission, namely, if these cone 
structions “ean be easily closed in, 

We think that henceforth we must take our stand on the definition in the same 
note some lines above those just quoted, and comprised in the tonnage the constructions 
on deck, if they “represent an increase of capacity which might be used for the stowage 
of merchandize, always excepting spaces exclusively intended for deck loads, as Inid 
down in the second section of the above-quoted note, and in paragraph 2 which 
follows it. 

It is this view that we expressed in our letter of the 15th November when writing 
that “ our Company is formally of opinion shat every bridge, poop, forecastle, or shelter- 
deck intended to contain merchandize other than deck cargo should be measured and 
included in the tonnage.” 

‘We consider that in adopting this more general Rale, one more in conformity with 
the very principles of measurement recommended by the Constantinople Commission, 
there would be a double advantage, 

Firstly, one will avoid favouring involuntarily, with respect to ship-owners Jess clever, 

crafty ship-owner who shall have worked oat such a system of eventual closing as would 
allow of his submitting as open to the examination of the official Surveyors fe of our 
{1680} 





58 
agents, at the time of transit throagh the Canal, deck-spaces of the ships so contrived as 
'z dues, but really intended for the conveyance of cargo. 

secondly, it will be possible to come back more rigorously to the enforcement of 
the Canal’s Act of Concession, which prescribes the levying of the transit dues on the 
tonnage capacity of the vessel, without taking into account whether this capacity is 
effectively filled or not with cargo. 

(On this point it must be admitted that the Arrangement of 1809, adopted under the 
stress of circumstances, was not in complete harmony with this principle, as dues were 
levied on certain poops, bridges, and forecastles only when these spaces were closed, 
whieh in fact was only when they contained merchandize. With the now system this 
inconvenience will be avoided, as it will be the duty of the official Surveyors themselves 
when they establish the Suez Canal Certificate, to decide whether a poop, bridge, or 
forecastle is, or is not, intended to contain merchandize, other than deck cargo, and, 
consequently, to include, oF not to include, the space in the ship's tonnage. 

2 Sheller-Decks.—The preceding remarks suffice, { hope, to give precisely the 
of our Company on the procedure which should be adopted with regard to deck creetions 
in the measurement of ships by thé official Surveyors. 

‘These remarks apply equally to the space under shelter-decks. In principle the 
shelteralecks appear to us even tore than the other deck constructions to form a part of 
the tepermancnlly-covered and closed-in spaces on the upper-deck” “which are separated 
off by decks or coverings or fixed partitions” and “represent an increase of eapacity.” 
Constructions of which it is said that ‘any one or more openings, either in the deck or 
coverings, or in the partitions, or a break in the deck, or the absence of a portion of the 
partition will not prevent such spaces being comprised in the gross tonnage, if they ean 

¢ easily closed-in after admeasurement.” 

‘We think, then, that, as a general role, the shelter-decks which are indisputably 
arranged for the transport of merchandizo other than deck cargo, ought to be integrally 
measured and included in the tonnage, 

Tt seems to us, however, not impossible that on board of a vessel fitted with a 
shelter-deck there may he in a part of this construction an interruption sufficiently large 
‘ati plainly indicated which cuts this shelter-deck in two parts quite distinet and inde- 
pendent, leaving, for instance, forward a veritable isolated forecastle, so that 1t is clear 
that the space comprised in the interval between the principal deck and this forecastle 
‘cannot be arranged 60 ax to receive merchandize other than deck eargo. 

Tn these circumstances it would be the duty of the official Surveyors} to decide 
whether they had before thom & space partially useless for the transport of merehandize, 
and to determine the tonnage accordingly. 

In concluding this letter, I desire to thank you for the information that you have 
boon good enough to send in reply to the inquiry of our Chef du Transit as to the 
mothod followed by the officers of the Board of Trade in measuring the bridges in which 
engine hatehes aro included. 

T believe that | have correctly interpreted this information as meaning that when a 
taxable bridge-space incloses engine hatches, the official Surveyors, on the one hand, 
comprise in the gross tonnage the total volurue of the bridge, hatches included ; and, on 
the other hand, in the deductions for the engine-space, the hatches, including those 
eomprised in the bridge, and that this engine-space thus obtained is increased by 75 per 
cont. to arrive at the space allowed for coal bunkers when these are not’ exactly 


measured. 


to escape paying 


T have, &e. 
(Signed) Prince AUGUSTE D'ARENBERG, 
President. 


een ee ae ee 
Inclosure 8 in No. 50. 
Sir J. Stokes to Prince d' Arenberg. 


My dear Prince, Ewell, Surrey, November 25, 1901. 

TAM in receipt this moruing of your letter of the 23rd instant, and am much obliged 
by its clear exposition of the views of our Company upon the question of “closed-in 
spaces,” but you will pardon me for saying that it does not quite meet the point regarding 
the poops, bridges, and foreesstles on which the Board of Trade desired to bave the exact 


weaning of the proposals in your letter of the 15th instant. ‘ 2 
‘The line of argument in both of your letters is incontestable, viz. = that if these 
spaces can be easily closed in, they must be included in the net tonnage of the ship: 
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‘Various definitions of the conditions indicating that th 
tions indieating that the Spaces can be *excily closed in” 
have been formulated for the guidance of the Surveyors who measure the tor er thie 
you are aware, they did not always insure that all these spaces were incluilel in the 
tonnage—hence the Arrangement of 1899, which vou have clearly shown, does ot fn its 
entirety work fairly, or, indeed, legally, between ship and ship. ‘The arrangement needed 
a complementary clause to make it fair, and to conform with the Roles of Constantinople, 
namely, that if'a doubtful. space, that is, one that the Surveyors lad not incladed in the 
tonnage, should once be found to conta cargo, it should be at once added to th 
tonnage and ever after remain so added. ie 
sen 2s the solution of the question proposed by you in oar discasiton of th 
instant, which, thea understood, you were to embody in a letter. As thiv 
[ .y re to embod tter. As thiv 
letter, intea the 15th instant, was not explicit on thot point, I Bee a soe 
of the 20th. Your present letter, far from confirming this mode of procedure, nate 

Crest aux jaugeurs officiels ens-mémes qu'il ndra, iu moment de létabliss 
ment du Suez. Canal Certificate, d'apprécier ge,” ou “ forecastle” est 
destin ou n'est pas destng i content de Is tre que de Ia marchandise 
pont, et en conséquence de compreidre ou de ne pas comprendre le dit espace dans le 
Bont, et en come P pas dre le dit espace dans lo 

You will allow me to remind you that it w. 

; n that it was precisely on account of tho impossibili 
to decide th in which the Surveyors found themselves, that M. Titled proposed 
the Arrangement of 1899. We should only be retracing our steps in a vicious circle it we 
—— to this dependences ‘on the Surv By accepting the principle of the Tillier 
arrangement and supplementi you proposed on the Sth instant, we arrive at 
incontrovertible justifeatio for adding the spare tothe net tonnaze, Sb Oe einliep the 
addition permanent. A great body of ship-owners have accepted this proof of the space 
being easily closed in when eargo is found in it; they have now to be reconciled 
to tho conseqoeace of that roof which js, in socordance with the Constantinople 

les, that the apace once for cargo shal c 
Role, that the space once used for cargo shall be always added to the tonnage of 
As regards the last paragraph of your leiter concerti 
; ? ( ph of your letter 0 i the engine hatohes und 
8 bridge, your ioterpretation of my letter of the 2 is Bot qul “intended 
sie 3 pretation of my letter of the 20th instant is not quite what I inteaded 
Tn measuring the contents of a brid s 
tents of « bridge space, the Surveyors do not ake any deduction 
for the engine hatches, becanse they havo eon already scpurately deale with to teoen 
the net tonnage of the space below the tonnage deck, ‘That having been done, should i 
be neressry to nad the bridge spa {0 the taunage, its whole cubes! content would bo 
l, but this cubical content would not have been included in the gross tonnay f i 
which’ the deduction for engine room and coal space is made, Ths is the acne 
of my letter, but as the Intter hax given rise to this misunderstanding, T will again refer tt 
to the Board of Trade for their confirmation or otherwise. j eat 
_ Believe me, &e, 
(Signed) "J, STOKE 


Inclosure 4 in No. 50. 


Prince d' Arenberg to Sir J. Stokes. 
om) 19 to Sir J. Stokes 
ly dear General, Paris, Ne 2 
I HASTEN ‘to acknowledge the receipt of of the th natant oi 
nd eaemmete ig the rest of your letter of the 26th instanton the 
It is quite true that, in our conversation of the Sth November 
adoption of the aystem on which your lak letter lays strom and GLI vom 
taking once for all deck-spaces, not ieasured by the Board of Trade on the Suez Canal 
Certificate, after those deck-spaces have once been used for the transport of cargo, But 
in laying this plan before you I considered it the minimum of change which could be 
made in the compromise of 1899. Now, as you know, our colleagues of the London 
Committee have not thought this solution quite satisfactory or of a nature to meet all th 
Aifialties which have Ween put forward. In their opinion, it would still entail a 
departure fom the cwental principles laid down by the International Commission of 
Constantinople, and am sure you wil fel as Ido, thatthe opinion of om colleagues 
Bearing this opinion in mind, T pointed out to you, in my letters of 
z l Y ‘ou, in my let the 151 
23nd ees ‘hat, from the poiat of view of our Gonspany, the proper slotign of te 
R 





60 


question would be that the Surveyors of the Board of Trade should themselves decide, 
when giving the Suez Canal Certificate, what deck-spaces should, or should not, be 
included in the tonnage, taking into account whether they are, or are not, meant to 
contain merchandize other than de 

You remind me that the 1899 Arrangement, which you think, as I do, can hardly be 
altogether applied in.a manner which is equitable or strictly legal, had its 
difficulty which the Board of ‘Trade Surveyors experienced in defi e 
which could easily be closeil in, ‘The views of our colleagues of the Londan Committee 
on the other hand—and I am quite inclined to agree with them—is that hitherto a 
mistake has been made in attaching too much importance to the words “can be easily 
closed in. 

Experience has, indeed, incontestably shown that, unless it is obviously impossible to, 
close it in, avery k dock ean, at the right moment, be closed i protect 
from the sea goods other than deck ¢ ‘Our London colle k, therefore, that 
the provisions of the Constantinople Commission should be read in such a way as to inak 
every poop, bridge, or forecastle taxable in principle unless it is a certain that 
tho space eannot bs usod for tho transport of merchand Joads, 

‘We think that this way of looking at the question is not only, so far as the future is 
concerned, tho most rational, considering the fertility of resource shown by ship-builders 
in making it possible to fix partitions to open spaces which do not show any signs of 
being previously prepared for elosing, but also that which makes it easiest for the Board 
of Trade officers to judge each case, as they will only have to exompt from measurement 
such spaces as can dvidently neither contain nor shelter cargo, 

It is essential that we should come as soon as possible to a decision in this delicate 
matter, which has caused some stir among the custome: Canal, and eapocially 
among our English clients, We are asked to return to a rale which is in complete con 
formity with the prineiple laid down by the Constantinople Com: r levying the 
Canal dues, a principle under which every space must be ineladed or not in th 
measurement according to its own shape or capacity, without its beix 
to inquire whether it is, or is not, filled with cargo, except in the case of a 
which should be deducted from the tonnage as having been diverted from its original 
purpose. 

T should ho much obliged, therefore, my dear General, if you would submit this 
view of the matter to the Board of Trade. “I am convinced tliat if an agreement in 
accordance with our views can bearrived at, there will be an end to the complaints which 
have been made, and that we need not be apprehensive of complaints from other 
quart 


IT note that we did not clearly understand the meaning of your letter so far as 
concerns the treatment of engine-room hatches inclosed iu measured bridge-spaces, and 
that you have been so good as to submit our question to the Board of Trade, in order 
that I may be informed of the procedure of that Department, 

Thave, &, 
(Signed) Prince AUGUSTE D'ARENBERG, 


President 


No, 51. 
‘Suez Canal Directors to the Marquess of Lansdowne.—(Received December 16.) 


(No. 26, Commercial.) 
My Lord, Paris, December 14,1901. 
WE have the honour to: transmit herewith to your Lordship a copy of a letter 
uddressed to’ the Secrotary of the Treasury by Mr, Austin Leo, Resident-Director in 
Paris; with regard to the sums due for dividend and interest on the 2nd January next 
in respect of the Suez Canal shares, the property of His Majesty's Government. 
Wo have, &e. 
(Por the British Directors), 
(Signed) HH. AUSTIN LEE. 
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Tnclosure in No. 51. 
Mr. Austin Lee to Treasury. 


Paris, December 14, 1901. 
accordance with the instructions Inid down in the Treasury Minute of the 
13th December, 1804, I have the honour to inform you that the net amount of 
dividend and interest payable on account on the 2nd January, 1903, in respect of the 
shares and “ Actions de Jouissance” of the Suez Canal Company will be 9,216,005 fr., 
made up as follows :-— 
Fr. 
173226 Capital shares at 2 ff, 800... sens 99041 8085 
4376 “ Actions de Touimance 175,040 


9,216,005 


This amount wil be remitted to Messrs. Rothschild for payment to His Majesty's 
Government on the 2ad January, 1902, and I shall bo glad to roceive in due course 
the receipts in the form prescribed for transmission to the Suez Canal Company, which 
are herewith inclosed for your signature. ie 

“HL. AUSTIN LEE. 





